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FBANK  T.  CAUPBELL 


In  Itlemoriatn* 

Frank  T.  Campbell,  Railroad  Commissioner,  1888-1891  Inclusive,  was 
born  in  Ohio,  May  8,  1836,  and  died  in  Lima,  Ohio,  March  6,  1907. 

Mr.  Campbell  came  to  Iowa  In  1856  and  for  a  time  was  associated 
with  his  brother  in  the  publication  of  the  "Newton  Journal."  During  the 
Civil  War  he  was  captain  of  Company  "B,"  Fortieth  Iowa  Infantry.  Was 
elected  in  1873  to  the  State  Senate.  During  his  term  as  senator  he  took 
an  active  part  in  railroad  legislation,  being  particularly  interested  in  and 
the  author  of  the  so-called  "Granger  Law."  In  1877  he  was  elected  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  and  two  years  later  was  re-elected.  In  1888  Governor 
Wm.  Larrabee  appointed  him  Railroad  Commissioner  for  a  term  of  three 
years.  In  1888  the  legislature  provided  for  the  election  of  railroad  com- 
missioners by  the  people.  The  same  year,  Mr.  Campbell  was  elected  to 
serve  three  years  from  January,  1889.  At  the  expiration  of  this  term  Mr. 
Campbell  engaged  in  business  in  Des  Moines,  where  he  remained  until 
about  two  years  before  his  death,  when  he  removed  to  Lima,  Ohio,  and 
associated  with  his  son  in  the  publication  of  a  newspaper  at  that  place. 

Mr.  Campbell  was  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
that  fixed  the  original  maximum  rate  schedule  under  the  law  passed  by 
the  legislature  of  1888.  In  politics  the  subject  of  this  sketch  was  always 
a  republican  and  always  ready  to  be  of  service  in  any  way  he  could  to  his 
party.  He  was  fearless  in  his  advocacy  of  what  he  believed  to  be  right 
I  and  never  shirked  a  duty. 

!  (Dates  given  in  the  above  were  kindly  furnished  by  the  Historical 

Department  of  Iowa.) 

The  Board  on  March  7,  1907,  passed  the  following  as  a  matter  of  record: 

With  deep  regret  the  Commissioners  learn  of  the  death  of  Frank  T. 
Campbell,  a  former  member  of  this  Board.  He  was  able  and  fearless  as 
a  soldier,  citizen  and  public  official;  his  work  while  a  member  of  the 
Railroad  Commission  in  formulating  rate  schedules  under  the  law  of  1888, 
attest  his  painstaking  eftorts  to  do  his  full  duty.  It  is  proper  we  should 
honor  his  memory,  and  it  lis  therefore  ordered  that  the  foregoing  be  made 
a  matter  of  record,  and  that  the  same  be  included  in  the  forthcoming 
report  of  this  Board  to  the  Governor. 


Welcome  Mowbt,  born  in  Putnam  County,  Illinois,  April  3,  1842;  died 
at  Excelsior  Springs,  Missouri,  April  15,  1907. 

In  1861  he  enlisted  in  Company  D,  Seventh  Kansas  Cavalry,  and  par- 
ticipated in  the  battles  of  Corinth,  CofteyviUe,  Tupelo,  luka,  Coldwater, 
Holly  Springs,  Oxford  and  Jackson.     Mr.  Mowry  with  four  companions 
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was  sent  to  reconnolter  the  position  of  the  army  of  General  Price  at 
AbbyylUe  and  running  into  the  camp  guard,  fell  back  in  the  darkness. 
The  enemy  alarmed  at  the  encounter  and  lgnoran>t  of  the  size  of  the 
forces  near  at  hand,  hastily  evacuated  the  town.  This  Is  probably  the 
only  Instance  on  record  where  five  men  stampeded  an  army.  One  of  Mr. 
Mowry's  commanders  has  said  of  him: 

"He  was  frequently  on  duty  as  scout  in  hazardous  expeditions  where  his 
unflinching  bravery,  quick  intelligence  and  sound  judgment  were  signally  dis- 
played.   He  was  an  ideal  soldier.'* 

Mr.  Mowry  was  mustered  out  in  September,  1864,  but  soon  re-enlisted 
in  the  One  Hundred  Fifty-first  Illinois  Infantry,  serving  until  February, 
1866,  and  as  sergeant  was  in  command  of  General  Judea's  headquarter 
guards.  In  1867  he  removed  to  Iowa,  locating  on  a  farm  In  Tama  county, 
which  became  his  permanent  home  where  he  has  held  many  <^cial  posi- 
tions. In  1883  he  was  elected  representative  in  the  house  of  the  Twenti- 
eth General  Assembly,  taking  an  active  part  in  the  business  of  the  session. 
In  1896  he  was  one  of  the  republican  presidential  electors,  and  in  1898 
he  was  elected  railroad  commissioner,  serving  in  that  capacity  for  three 
years,  1899-1902.     (Quoted  in  part  from  History  of  Iowa  by  B.  F.  Gue.) 

The  Board  on  April  16,  1907,  passed  the  following  as  a  matter 
of  record : 

In  the  death  of  Colonel  Welcome  Mowry,  a  former  member  of  the 
board  of  railroad  commissioners,  Iowa  has  lost  one  of  its  ablest  and  most 
valuable  citizens  He  was  a  splendid  soldier  in  the  War  of  the  Rebellion 
and  a  man  of  ripe  Judgment  and  wise  counsels  In  time  of  peace.  His 
name  is  closely  identified  with  the  progress  and  development  of  the  state. 
His  efficient  and  valuable  services  to  the  people  of  the  state  of  Iowa  while 
a  member  of  this  board  are  written  in  the  permanent  records  of  the 
railroad  commission.  It  is  fitting  that  a  tribute  be  paid  to  his  memory 
and  it  is  therefore 

Resojved,  First,  That  his  comrade.  Colonel  D.  J.  Palmer,  who  served 
with  Colonel  Mowry  as  a  member  of  this  board,  and  Dwlght  N.  Lewis,  the 
secretary  of  the  board,  be  delegated  to  attend  his  funeral  as  representatives 
of  the  board; 

Second,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  spread  upon  the  records  of 
this  board. 


WELCOMK  MOWRY 
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Camforth,  crossing  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Rail- 
way and  the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway ; 

Culver,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  Railway; 

Iowa  Falls,  crossing  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad,  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  & 
Northern  Railway; 

Oneida,  crossing  of  the  Chicago,  Great  Western  Railway,  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  and  the  Manchester  & 
Oneida  Railway; 

Boone,  Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  with  its  own  tracks ; 

Clarion,  crossing  of  the  Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  and  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway ; 

Tama,  crossing  of  the  Chicago  &  North-Westem  Railway  and  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  Railway; 

Harcourt,  crossing  of  the  Fort  Dodge,  Des  Moines  &  Southern 
Railway  and  the  Chicago  &  North-Westem  Railway; 

Centerville,  crossing  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Rail- 
way and  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  Railroad. 

WRECKS  AND  ACCIDENTS. 

The  Thirty-second  General  Assembly  passed  a  law  requiring  rail- 
roads to  report  accidents  to  this  Board.    This  law  is  as  follows : 


BOABD  OF  RAILBOAD  COMMISSIONERS 


CHAPTER   110,    ACTS   THIRTY-SECOND    GENERAL    ASSEMBLY/   * 
REPORTS  AND   INVESTIGATIONS  OP  ACCIDENTS  ON  RAILWAYS. 

An  Act  Proyldlng  for  Reports  and  InTestigations  of  Accidents  on  Rail- 
ways.   [Additional  to  Chapter  Six  (6)  of  Title  Ten  (X)  of  the  Code.] 

Be  It  Enacted  hy  the  Qenerai  Aaaenibly  of  the  State  of  Iou>a: 

SscTXON  1.  Railroad  Commlssionera  to  inyestigate  accidents — ^report 
That  upon  the  occurrence  of  any  serious  accident  upon  any  railroad  within 
this  state,  which  shall  result  in  personal  injury,  or  loss  of  life,  the  cor- 
poration operating  the  road  upon  which  the  accident  occurred  shall  give 
immediate  notice  thereof  to  the  hoard  of  railroad  commissioners  whose 
duty  it  shall  be,  if  they  deem  it  necessary,  to  investigate  the  same,  and 
promptly  report  to  the  governor  the  extent  of  the  personal  injuries,  or 
loss  of  life,  and  whether  the  same  was  the  result  of  mismanagement  or 
neglect  of  the  corporation  on  whose  line  the  injury  or  loss  of  life  occurred. 
Provided,  that  such  report  shall  not  be  evidence  or  referred  to  in  any  case 
in  any  court 

Sko.  2.  In  eftect.  This  act,  being  deemed  of  immediate  importance, 
shall  be  in  force  and  take  eftect  from  and  after  its  publication  in  the 
Register  and  Leader  and  the  Des  Moines  Capital,  newspapers  published 
in  Des  Moines,  Iowa.     (32  G.  A.) 

Approved  March  27,  A.  D.  1907. 

Under  this  statute  the  Board  has  prescribed  forms  for  the  re- 
I>ortiiig  of  all  accidents  and  is  now  receiving  such  reports,  it  is 
belieyed,  promptly  upon  the  occurrence  of  accidents  involving 
serious  injury  or  loss  of  life.    The  forms  prescribed  are  as  follows : 
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BOARD  OP   RAILROAD    COMMISSIONERS,  STATE  OP 

IOWA. 


ACCIDENT   REPORT.— WRITTEN. 
Fonn  of  1907. 


19.. 


A.. 


Hour  Mailed  to  Board 


(Name  of  Road) 

Report  of  a  Collision  or  Derailmsnt  at  or  near i 

(Station) 

y  on division  of  above  named  railroad,  on 

(State) 

Time Train  or  trains  involved  in  wreck  or  acci- 

(Date) 
dent  with  names  of  conductors,  brakemen,  engineers  and  firemen: 


Estimated  damage  to  cars,  engines,  track,  bridges  and  signals 


Casualties 


Killed 


In- 
jured 


(a)  Passengers 

(b)  Passengers  on  freight  trains 
(bb)  Persons  carried  under  agree- 
ment or  contract 

(c)  Trainmen 

(ee)  Trainmen  in  yards 

(d)  Yard    trainmen  (Switching 
crews) 

Switch     tenders,    crossing 
tenders  and  watchmen  . . . 

Other  employes 

Other  persons 


(e) 


Ig) 


Total 


*Name6  and  Occupation  of 
Employes  Killed  or  Injured 


Names  of  Other  Persons 
Killed  or  Injured 


Nature  and  Causes  of  and  Circumstances  Attending  This  Accident: 


(If  more  room  is  required,  attach  a  plain  sheet  to  the  underside  hereof) 


(Name  and  title  of  officer  sending  this  report) 


*Enter  occupation  of  each  employe  killed  or  injured  in  this  accident,  using  a 
line  for  each  person.  Enter  first  the  killed,  then  the  injured.  In  each  item  give 
the  person's  age,  if  known  or  readily  ascertainable,  or  approximate  age.  State, 
in  one  sentence,  the  extent  of  his  injury.  Where,  in  case  of  a  personal  injury  to 
an  employe,  the  injury  waa  or  may  have  been  due  to  inexperience  or  ignorance 
of  the  employe  himself  or  to  excessive  fatigue,  state  how  many  years  he  has 
worked  for  this  company  in  this  occupation ;  how  many  years,  including  service 
elsewhere,  he  has  done  such  work,  and  how  many  hours  he  had  been  on  duty.  If 
he  had  had  less  than  8  hours'  rest  before  going  on  duty,  state  the  facts. 
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BOARD  OP  RAILROAD   COMMISSIONERS,    STATE  OP 

IOWA. 


ACCIDENT  REPORT.— WRITTEN. 
Form  of  1907. 


19.. 


B 


Hour  Mailed  to  Board 


(Name  of  Road) 
Report  of  an  Accident  (not  a  collision  or  a  derailment)  at  or  near. . . 

. ,  on division  of  above  named  railroad,  on. 


(Station) 


(Date) 


Time, Train  or  trains  involved  in  accident  with 


names  of  condactors,  brakemen,  engineers  and  firemen: 


Casualties 


Killed 


In- 
jured 


*  Names  of  Employes  Killed 
or  Injured. 


(a)  Passengers 

[b)  Passengers  on  freight  trains 
(bb)  Persons  carried  under  agree- 
ment or  contract 

[e)    Trainmen 

ce)  Trainmen  in  yards 

^d)    Yard   trainmen   (8wiU-hing 
crews) 

(e)  Switch     tenders,      crossing 

tenders  and  watchmen  . . . 

(f)  Other  employes 

(^)   Other  persons 


Total 


Names  of  Other  Persons 
Killed  or  Injured 


Nature  and  Causes  of  and  Circumstances  Attending  This  Accident: 


(if  more  room  is  required,  attach  a  plain  sheet  to  the  underside  hereof) 


(Name  and  title  of  ofQcer  sending  this  report) 


*Enter  name  of  each  employe  killed  or  injured  in  this  accident,  using  a  line 
for  each  person.  Enter  first  the  killed,  then  the  injured.  In  each  item  give  the 
person's  age,  if  known  or  readily  ascertainable,  or  approximate  age.  State,  in 
one  sentence,  the  extent  of  his  injury.  Where,  in  case  of  a  personal  injury  to  an 
employe,  the  injury  was  or  may  have  been  due  to  the  inexperience  or  ignorance 
of  the  employe  himself,  or  to  excessive  fatigue,  state  how  many  years  he  has 
worked  for  this  company  In  this  occupation ;  how  many  years,  including  service 
elsewhere,  he  has  done  such  work,  and  how  many  hours  he  had  been  on  duty. 
If  he  had  had  less  than  8  hours'  rest  before  going  on  duty,  state  the  facts. 
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BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS 

State  of  Iowa 

Form  for 

Aocident  Report  by  Wire. 

Fonn  C. 

Station 

Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners, 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 

(Place  of  wreck  or  aocident) 

(Date  and  hour) (Number  killed  and  injured) 

(Nature  and  cause  of  wreck  so  far  as  known) 


(Train  or  trains  Inyolved  In  accident) 


(Name  of  officer  or  agent  maklngr  report) 

N.  B.  This  report  must  be  made  to  board  Immediately  upon  the  occur- 
rence of  any  accident  Inyolylng  serious  Injury  or  loss  of  life,  and  followed 
later  by  written  report  made  by  proper  officer  on  Form  A  or  B. 

NEW  LAWS. 

A  number  of  new  laws  and  amendments  to  laws  were  passed  by 
the  Thirty-second  General  Assembly,  affecting  the  powers  and 
duties  of  this  Board.  The  Commissioners  have  faithfully  tried  to 
perform  the  duties  devolving  upon  them  under  these  new  and 
enlarged  powers  and  duties,  and  in  the  subsequent  pages  of  this 

report  will  be  found  reference  to  the  action  they  have  taken. 

• 

AMENDMENTS  TO  CLASSIFICATION. 

Submitted  as  a  part  of  this  report  are  all  the  amendments  made 
by  the  Board  to  the  Iowa  Classification,  No.  13. 

LIVE  STOCK  RATES. 

The  Commissioners  in  March  upon  complaint  of  live  stock  ship- 
pers, went  very  carefully  into  the  subject  of  live  stock  rates  in 
Iowa,  and  as  a  result  of  such  hearing  promulgated  a  new  schedule 
of  live  stock  rates,  making  a  material  reduction  in  the  same.  Owing 
to  the  great  importance  of  this  subject  to  all  Iowa  people,  the 
Board  has  set  out  a  complete  statement  in  detail  of  the  investigation 
made  and  the  result  of  the  same. 

JOINT  RATES. 

The  Commissioners  submit  as  a  part  of  this  report,  detailed 
statement  of  its  action  taken  under  the  provisions  of  the  Joint  Rate 
Law  passed  by  the  Thirty-second  General  Assembly. 
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AUTOMATIC  COUPLERS  AND  TRAIN  BRAKBS. 

Number  of  can  equipped  and  number  of  employes  and  accidents  to  employes 

from  coupling  cars  and  falling  from  trains. 


Year 


o 
u 

n 

z 


AC  ^ 

:30O 


■d  o  »4 


1 

1  p 

la 

^s 

dOa 

V4  O  &4 
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»4          « 

i't4« 

<o7i 

««a» 

•  d55 
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^  9^  K 

§8 

a^a 

3Ss 

§1^ 

z 

z 

Z 

as-s 

l«a 
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1878 

1879  

1880 

1881  

1888 

1888  —J 

1881  

1885  

1888 

1887 

1888 

1888 

1880 

18«1 

1882 

1803 

1804 

1886 

1886 

1887 

1888 

1800 

180O 

1901 

1900 

1908  

1904 

1905 

1006 u._- 

1907 


80,057 

81,584 

54.451 

67,510 

86,806 

96,106 

103,887 

100,836 

106,178 

91,007 

118.975 

190,757 

137,464 

180,108 

149.731 

148,730 

127,171 

156.721 

188,580 

171,900 

176,085 

190,780 

800,814 

211,888 

287,280 

267,127 

864,748 

288,188 

887,986 

888,715 


4,210 

9,104 

18,178 

84,815 

40,871 

46,566 

58,862 

70,718 

101,861 

142,688 

180,505 

188,666 

260,464 

286,276 

264,580 

260,589 

882,717 

804,844 

818,614 


1,581 

1,814 

1,917 

2,800 

2,164 

2,545 

1,864 

8,686 

10,420 

14,806 

20,047 

89,806 

87,784 

58,078 

87.060 

90,684 

105,888 

127.907 

184,601 

158,712 

188,712 

217,072 

887,248 

246,946 

297,912 

800,119 


18,618 
15.8a 
18,986 
21,974 
17,973 
27,112 
26,731 
26,666 
25.761 
80,088 
80,794 
24,648 
24,851 
27,580 
80,190 
31,127 
20,808 
24,107 
88,166 
26,600 
80,009 
82,386 
87,696 
87,886 
40,686 
42,484 
88,508 
80,586 
42,564 
48,400 
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17 

18 

240 

28 

14 
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28 

10 
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80 

7 

01 

17 

5 

80 

20 

6 

97 

19 

7 

80 

14 

4 

76 

18 

12 

79 

12 

8 

50 

90 

6 

60 

91 

4 

40 

6 

U 

88 

97 

10 

75 

90 

5 

45 

U 

5 

57 

91 

8 

80 

18 

87 
40 

87 


87 
86 
66 
80 

64 

60 

100 

08 

87 

147 

109 

178 

190 
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Year 


KUled 


& 

«> 
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1878  

1879 

1880  

1881  

1888  

1888 

1884 

1886 

1886  

1887 

1888  

1880  

1800  

1891  

1898 

18B6  

18M 

1896 

1896 

1897  

1806  

1809 

1900 

1001 — 

1908 

1008  
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1906 
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S 

o 

P, 
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Injured 


s 
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89 

31 

80 

51 

137 

35 

8 

48 

40 

84 

18 

108 

88 

5 

87 

38 

80 

9 

140 

34 

7 

67 

34 

108 

17 

146 

31 

.  7 

80 

09 

165 

60 

502 

78 

4 

88 

66 

151 

8> 

855 

50 

6 

78 

SI 

189 

47 

348 

59 

9 

78 

75 

156 

80 

720 

66 

8 

61 

68 

131 

35 

336 

74 

8 

SO 

66 

138 

28 

351 

56 

10 

101 

60 

180 

77 

564 

86 

4 

85 

S3 

7» 

85 

442 

46 

9 

73 

69 

151 

67 

6T9 

101 

6 

88 

91 

178 

80 

601 

08 

28 

80 

76 

179 

64 

858 

77 

17 

81 

79 

177 

78 
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64 

7 

48 

90 

145 

68 
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68 

4 

47 

88 

133 

39 

330 

74 

6 

36 

94 

136 

68 

4U 

84 

87 

40 

90 

157 

81 

801 

89 

5 

44 

114 

163 

30 

301 

70 

14 

68 

95 

171 

101 

318 

188 

9 

70 

113 

882 

88 

448 

136 

7 

66 

151 

223 

104 

638 

148 

9 

64 

180 

193 

104 

853 

129 

7 

100 

143 

250 

169 

1.001 

147 

18 

90 

lis 

215 

201 

1.419 

128 

7 

74 

109 

190 

146 

1.376 

190 

13 

80 

107 

800 

195 

1.598 

188 

18 

64 

134 

811 

178 

1.584 

173 

1 


154 
188 
194 
634 
330 
448 
875 
445 
440 
78T 
518 
747 
778 
309 
8M 
491 
443 
667 
468 
401 
57T 
667 


i.on 

1,317 
1,749 
1,712 
1.975 
1,935 


On  January  7,  1907,  Willard  L.  Eaton  of  Mitchell  county  having 
been  elected  railroad  eommissioner  assumed  the  duties  of  the 
office,  succeeding  Edward  A.  Dawson  of  Bremer  county,  whose 
term  of  office  had  expired,  and  the  Board  organized  by  the  election 
of  N.  S.  Ketchum,  chairman,  and  Dwight  N.  Lewis,  secretary.  Thos. 
H.  Boylan  was  appointed  clerk  and  Clarence  E.  Ladd  stenographer. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

N.  S.  Ketchum, 
D.  J.  Palmer, 
W.  L.  Eaton. 

Attest : 
Dwight  N.  Lewis,  Secretary. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2, 1907. 
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WIRES  OVER  RAILROAD  TRACKS. 

The  Thirty-second  General  Assembly,  State  of  Iowa,  passed  a 
law  to  protect  the  safety  of  railroad  employes  by  regulating  the 
maintaining  and  stringing  of  other  wires  over  railroad  tracks, 
which  act  follows: 

CHAPTER  109,  ACTS  THIRTY-SECOND  GENERAL  ASSEMBLY. 
REGULATIONS  OP  THE  STRINGING  OF  WIRES  OVER  RAILROAD 

TRACKS. 

An  Act  to  Protect  the  Safety  of  Railroad  Employee  by  Regulating  the 
Maintaining  and  Stringing  of  Other  Wires  over  Railroad  Tracks. 
[Additional  to  Chapter  Six  (6)  of  TiUe  Ten  (X)  of  the  Code.] 

Be  It  Enacted  hy  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Iowa: 

Section  1.  Railroad  oommissioners  to  have  supervision.  The  rail- 
road commissioners  of  this  state  shaJl  have  general  supervision  over 
any  and  all  wires  for  transmitting  electric  current  or  any  other  wire 
whatsoever  crossing  under  or  over  any  track  of  a  railroad  in  this  state. 

Sec.  2.  Regulations.  Within  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  taking  ef- 
fect of  this  act  said  railroad  commissioners  shall  make  regulations 
prescribing  the  manner  in  which  such  wires  shall  cross  such  railroad 
tracks  in  this  state. 

Sec.  3.  Wires  must  be  strung  in  manner  prescribed.  It  shall  here- 
after be  unlawful  for  any  corporation  or  person  to  place  or  string  any 
sucfli  wire  for  transmitting  electric  current  or  any  wire  whatsoever  across 
any  track  of  a  railroad  in  this  state  except  in  such  manner  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  railroad  conmiissioners  as  provided  by  this  act 

Sec.  4.  Examination  of  wires  already  strung.  The  board  of  rail- 
road commissioners  shall,  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  taking  effect 
of  this  act,  either  by  personal  examination  or  otherwise,  obtain  informa- 
tion where  the  tracks  or  railroads  are  crossed  by  wires  strung  over  said 
tracks,  contrary  to  or  not  in  compliance  with  the  rules  prescribed  by 
the  railroad  commissioners  as  contemplated  by  this  act,  and  shall  order 
such  change  or  changes  to  be  made  by  the  persons  or  corporations  owning 
or  operating  such  wires  as  it  may  deem  necessary  to  make  the  same 
comply  with  said  rules  and  within  such  reasonable  time  as  it  may 
prescribe. 

Sec.  5.  Minimum  height  In  case  such  wires  cross  over  said  track, 
in  no  case  shall  said  board  of  railroad  commissioners  prescribe  a  less 
helgbt  than  twenty-two  (22)  feet  above  the  top  of  the  rails  of  any  railroad 
track  for  any  wire. 
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Sec.  6.  Wires  across  railroad  right  of  way  at  highways.  The  board 
of  railroad  commissioners  are  hereby  authorized  to  provide  for  and 
regulate  the  crossing  of  wires  over  and  across  railroad  rights  of  way 
at  highways  and  other  places  within  the  state. 

Sec.  7.  Penalty — enfbrcement.  Any  person  or  corporation  who 
string  or  maintain  any  wire  across  any  railroad  track  in  this  state 
at  a  difterent  height  or  in  a  different  manner  from  that  prescribed 
by  the  said  board  of  railroad  commissioners  shall  forfeit  and  pay 
to  the  state  of  Iowa  the  sum  of  one  hundred  dollars  (|100)  for  each 
separate  period  of  ten  days  during  which  such  wire  is  so  maintained, 
said  forfeiture  to  be  recovered  in  a  civil  action  brought  in  any  court 
of  competent  jurisdiction  in  the  name  of  the  state  of  Iowa,  by  the 
attorney-general,  or  by  the  county  attorney  of  the  county  in  which 
such  wire  is  situated,  at  the  request  af  the  said  board  of  railroad  com- 
missioners, and  it  is  hereby  made  the  duty  of  the  said  attorney-general 
and  county  attorney  to  bring  such  action  forthwith  upon  being  so  re- 
quested.    (32  G.  A.) 

Approved  April  6,  A.  D.  1907. 

Acting  under  the  direction  of  this  law  the  Board  issued  notices 
to  railroad  and  electric  railway  companies,  and  to  all  telephone  and 
telegraph  companies,  fixing  July  23,  1907,  for  hearing. 

As  per  notice,  on  July  23,  1907,  the  Board  met  to  consider  their 
duties  as  provided  in  the  act  heretofore  quoted,  having  before  them 
representatives  of  steam  railroad  companies,  electric  street  railroad 
companies,  electric  interurban  companies,  telephone,  telegraph,  and 
electric  light  companies,  who  discussed  with  the  Board  the  provis- 
ions of  the  statute. 

After  some  discussion  the  Commissioners  asked  that  each  inter- 
est name  a  person  to  represent  it  upon  a  committee  which  should 
attempt  to  agree  upon  the  proper  regulations  for  the  Board  to  issue 
under  such  law.  The  representatives  present  agreed  to  the  propo- 
sition and  the  following  committee  was  named : 

G.  H.  Grose,  superintendent  telegraph  and  signals,  Illinois  Central 
Railroad  Company. 

F  J.  Hanlon,  Mason  City  Electric  Street  Railway  Company. 

H.  H.  Polk,  general  manager,  Inter-Urban  Electric  Railway  Company. 

G.  E.  McFarland,  Bell  Telephone  Company 

P.  C.  Holdoegel,  Local  Independent  Telephone. 

Jno.  Pitzpatrick,  Chicago,  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company. 

C.  F.  Fox,  superintendent,  Des  Moines  Postal  Telegraph  Company. 

Geo.  S.  Carson,  Iowa  City  Electric  Light  Company. 

G.  G.  Oockerill,  Independent  Toll  Line  Telephone  Company. 

Davis  F.  Hall,  Bell  ToU  Lines. 
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Chairman  Ketchum  requested  that  this  committee  meet  at  once 
and  that  it  submit  its  report  in  writing  to  the  Board  not  later  than 
10  o'clock  A.M.,  Wednesday,  July  24,  1907. 

Pursuant  to  adjournment,  on  July  24,  1907,  the  Commissioners 
met  with  representatives  of  various  interests  as  heretofore  indi- 
cated, the  committee  appointed  making  the  following  report : 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  July  24,  1907. 
To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Iowa, 
City. 

Gbntixmen, — We  the  undersigned  committee  appointed  by  the  various 
interests  oonicemed,  do  hereby  respectfully  submit  our  recommendations 
for  rules  regulating  the  stringing  of  wires  across  railroads. 

These  rules  were  unanimously  adopted  by  this  committee. 

John  Fitzpatrick,  chairman,  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company. 

Ohas.  G.  Cockerill,  secretary.  Independent  Toll  Lines. 

G.  H.  Grose,  Steam  Railroads. 

F.  J.  Hanlon,  Street  Railroads. 

H.  H.  Polk,  Interurban  Railroads. 

Geo.  E.  McFarland,  Local  Bell  Telephone  Companies. 

P.  C.  Holdoegel,  Local  Independent  Telephone  Companies. 

Chas.  F.  Fox,  Postal  Telegraph  Cable  Company  of  Iowa. 

W.  N.  Keiser,  Electric  Light  Companies. 

David  F.  Hall,  Bell  Telephone  Toll  Lines. 

The  Commissioners  thereupon  carefully  considered  the  recom- 
mendations made  and  unanimously  adopted  the  same.  The  Secre- 
tary was  directed  to  provide  for  a  sufBcient  number  of  these  Rules 
and  Regulations  printed  to  supply  all  interests  concerned.  Said 
Rules  and  Regulations  are  as  follows : 


WIRES   OVER  RAILROAD  TRACK^. 


THE  BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS 

State  of  Iowa. 

N.  S.  Ketchum,  Chairman  Dwlght  N.  Lewis, 

D.  J.  Palmer  Secretary 

W.  L.  Eaton 

Commissioners 

Regulations  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  under  authority  given  by  Chapter  109  of  the  Acts  of  the 
Thirty-second  General  Assembly  of  Iowa,  entitled  "An  Act  to  Protect 
the  Safety  of  Railroad  Employes  by  regulating  the  maintaining  and 
stringing  of  other  wires  over  railroad  tracks.  (Additional  to  Chapter 
Six  of  Title  Ten  of  the  Code.") 
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4 

ORDER  OF  THE  BOARD. 

In  all  cases  where  any  telegraph,  telephone,  electric  light  or  other 
wires  shall  cross  the  tracks  of  any  steam,  or  interurban  railroad  com- 
pany, the  crossing  shall  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  following  rules: 

EQUIPMENT. 

Section  1.  AU  poles  sustaining  wires  whi<^  cross  railroad  tracks  shall 
be  of  sound  timber,  cedar  or  better,  with  not  less  than  six-inch  tops  where 
more  than  two  wires  are  carried,  and  not  less  than  fiye-lnch  tops  in  any 
case,  and  placed  in  the  ground  to  a  depth  of  not  less  than  fiye  (5)  feet, 
well  tamped,  braced  and  guyed  if  necessary,  of  sufficient  height  so  that 
the  wires  shall  not  be  less  than  twenty-four  (24)  feet  above  the  top  of 
the  rails,  after  allowing  for  sag. 

The  cross  arms  eAiali  be  braced  with  iron  braces,  and  locust  hedge  or 
steel  pins  shall  be  used. 

Pin  guards  shall  be  attached  to  the  ends  of  all  cross  arms  where  cross- 
ing poles  are  not  in  a  straight  line  with  the  pole  on  either  side.  Crossing 
poles  shall  be  braced  or  head-guyed,  and  such  poles,  braces  or  guys  may 
be  placed  on  the  railroad  company's  right  of  way  lands,  but  shall  be 
so  placed  as  not  to  interfere  with  the  safe  operation  of  the  railroad. 

LOCATION    OF    POLES. 

Section  2.  In  line  construction  poles  shall  not  be  set  further  apart 
than  115  feet  at  railroad  crossings  and  in  no  case  shall  crossing  poles 
be  set  nearer  than  ten  feet  from  the  nearest  rail  of  the  main  line  track, 
and  shall  be  provided  with  double  cross  arms  to  be  placed  upon  the 
poles  in  a  gain  of  sufficient  depth  to  maintain  the  cross  arms  at  right 
angles  to  the  poles. 

CROSSING   UNDES  RAILROAD   TRACKS. 

Section  3.  In  all  cases  where  any  wire-using  company  shall  desire  to 
place  its  wires  under  the  tracks  of  any  railroad  company,  it  shall,  at 
least  five  days  before  so  doing,  serve  a  written  notice  upon  the  agent  of 
the  railroad  company  at  the  station  nearest  to  the  place  where  such 
crossing  is  to  be  made.  The  wires,  cables  or  conduits  used  in  such 
crossings  shall  be  placed  at  least  three  feet  below  the  bottom  of  the  rails 
of  the  track.  Excavations  for  such  underground  crossings  shall  in  no 
case  be  left  open  for  a  longer  period  than  twelve  hours. 

TROLLEY  lines. 

Section  4.  The  foregoing  rules  shall  not  apply  to  the  feed  or  trolley 
wires  of  an  electric  railway,  but  such  wires  shall  be  placed  at  least 
twenty-two  (22)  feet  above  the  tops  of  the  rails  of  any  railway  crossed 
thereby.  They  shall  be  carried  on  or  supported  from  sound  cedar  trolley 
poles  with  not  less  than  seven-inch  tope,  or  suitable  iron  trolley  poles  of 
sufficient  height  and  strength. 
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OUABD  WIRES. 

Section  5.  Hereafter,  whenever  the  wires  of  any  telephone  or  tele- 
graph company  or  other  persons,  firm  or  corporation  making  use  of  aerial 
wires  shall  cross  the  right  of  way  of  any  railroad  company  where  the 
wires  of  either  company  carry  seven  hundred  volts  or  a  greater  voltage 
than  seven  hundred  volts,  safety  appliances  shall  be  installed  and  main- 
tained at  the  expense  of  the  company  desiring  the  crossing,  which  shall 
fnmiflh  adequate  protection  against  the  danger  to  life  and  property  inci- 
dent to  contact  between  the  wires  of  the  companies  in  question. 

The  form  of  the  protection  may  be  determined  by  the  companies  inter- 
ested by  mutual  agreement,  and  in  the  event  of  their  disagreement,  shall 
be  determined  by  the  board  of  railroad  commissioners.  Where  the  form 
of  protection  is  fixed  by  agreement  of  the  companies  they  shall  promptly 
file  with  the  secretary  of  the  board  of  railroad  commissioners  detailed 
plans  and  specifications  showing  the  form  of  the  plan  for  protection 
adopted,  and  shall  make  any  changes  in  this  form  of  protection  which 
the  board  of  railroad  commissioners  may  require  as  essential  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property. 

Where  crossings  of  the  character  above  described  now  exist,  protection 
of  the  character  above  contemplated  shall  be  provided  on  or  before 
January  1,  1908,  the  cost  of  installation  and  maintenance  shall  be  borne 
by  the  company  or  persons  last  occupying  the  crossing. 

POLES,   BRACES   AND  FASTENIK08   TO  BE  KEPT  IN   GOOD   GONDITION. 

Section  6.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  wire-using  companies  so  placing 
wires  above  and  over  the  tracks  of  any  railroad  company,  and  of  any 
railroad  company  crossing  the  line  of  any  wire-using  company,  to  main- 
tain their  crossing  poles,  wires,  cross  arms,  braces,  pins,  and  other  appli- 
ances in  first-class  condition  at  all  times. 

CROSS   ARMS  ON   BUILDINGS. 

Section  7.  Where  it  is  impracticable  to  use  poles  at  railroad  crossings 
on  account  of  buildings,  cross  arm  fixtures  must  be  attached  to  the  building 
with  machine  bolts  passing  through  the  wall.  The  use  of  screws  or  nails 
for  fastening  fixtures  to  buildings  will  not  be  allowed,  as  they  are  liable 
to  pull  out  when  subjected  to  heavy  strain. 

EXPENSE  OF  reconstruction. 

Section  8.  Where  reconstruction  of  wire  carrying  lines  is  made  neces- 
sary to  make  them  conform  to  these  regulations,  the  expense  of  such 
reconstruction  shall  be  borne  by  the  party  last  occupying  the  ground 
where  such  reconstruction  is  made  necessary,  and  each  party  ^hall  make 
all  reconstruction  on  its  own  lines,  unless  by  mutual  agreement. 

in  special  cases  application  mat  be  made  to  the  BOARD. 

Section  9.  In  special  cases  where  compliance  with  the  above  and  fore- 
going rules  would  work  a  hardship  upon  any  company  in  extending  Its 
wires  over  or  under  any  railroad,  or  of  any  railroad  company  extending 
its  railroad  across  the  line  of  any  wire-using  company,  application  may  be 
made  to  the  board  to  make  such  order  for  crossing  as  said  board  shall 
deem  to  be  reasonable  and  Just. 
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TIME  TO  TAKB  EFTBOT. 

Section  10.  The  above  and  foregoing  rules  and  regulations  shall  be  In 
full  force  and  eftect  from  and  after  this  date,  as  to  all  new  construction, 
and  all  persons,  firms  or  corporations,  are  required  to  change  existing 
construction  at  crossings  so  as  to  comply  with  the  foregoing  rules  by 
January  1,  1908. 

Dated  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  this  24th  day  of  July,  1907. 

By  order  of  the  Board. 

DwiGHT  N.  Lewis,  Secretary. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.    2— CAPITAL 


Railroads 


Amount  of  Stock 

Per  Mile  of 

Road 


00 


a 
o 

a 

< 


a 

h 

aa 

(-■«o 

♦J  ** 

GO 


id 

%.o 
o^ 

o-s 


Number 

of 
Stock- 
holders 


o 


o 


Ames   &   College 

Atchison,  l^opdca  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  &  Northern 

Chicago,    Burlington  &  Quincy 

Chicago  Great  Western 

Mason  City  &  Pt.  Dodge 

Wisconsin,   Minnesota  A.  Pad.., 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  A  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pac 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek 

Davenport,   R.   I.  &  N.   W. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  ft  N 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des  Moines  Western 

Dubuque&S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  — 

Albla  ft  Centervllle 

Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  ft  St.  Louis 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft  Northwestern 

Tabor  ft  Northern 

+Union   Pacific   

Wabash 

Wlllmar  ft  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 

Total  


i.se 

0,858.89 

19.60 

6,660.07 

755.17 

878,18 

271.00 

7,186.60 

7,5S4.04 

1,641.61 

4,928.46 

6.00 

17.61 

46.76 

70.44; 

4.00 

4.62 

750.88, 

558.48 

24.40. 

8.75 

631,41 

28.6T 

100.50 

8.79 

3,081.41 

2,015.90 

433.41 


18,968.15 


910.101.00! 

28,004.00' 

5,714.28: 

12,799.00 

180,168.00 
86,851.48 
21,746.86 
18,605.36 
16.585.28 
20,741.91 
16,018.00 
10,000.00 
12,777.46 
64,167.40 
12,512.77 

100,000.00 
45,828.51 
15,475.47 
25,487.45 
16,893.44 
6,114.00 
15,838.00 
15,695.85 
24,880.00 
2,878.27| 


80,000.00 


110,000.00 

117,479,826.07 

S6.698,773.7B 

80,467,409.18 

••96,085,282.48 
••1,546,101.97 

eoIoooToo 

885,000.00 

0,014.071.88 

881,400.00; 

400.000.00 

011,700.00 

10,970,420.00 

11,554,996.10 

400.000.00 

63.500.00 

3.362.00 

450.000.00 

0,500.000.00  . 

05,800.00 


f      086,000.00 

iloooloo 


43 


684,700.00 
11,000.00 

"ooroooroo 

66,900.00 

""4ils6o?oo 

250,000.00; 

011,7OO.OOi 

700.00 

11,800.00; 

180.000.00, 


44.666.00' 
16,150.98 


9,060,491.07 


$25,959.29 


$  205,002,359.42 


05.300.00 
113,800.00 


I  1,600,100.00 


422 


•Issued  for  the  purchase  of  the  property  of  the  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F.  R.  R.  Co. 
tConvertible    bonds. 
tRoad   mileage  basis. 
SIssued  for  properties  acquired. 
••Proportional, 
tt Debenture  stock. 
Itlncluding  $94,794  debenture  stock. 

+This  includes  stock  issued  in  the  acquisition  of  stocks  and  bonds  of  the 
Oregon  Short  Line  Rd.  Co.,  the  Oregon  Rd.  ft  Navigation  Co.,  the  Southern  Pacific 
Company  and  other  companies,  the  mileage  of  which  companies  is  not  represented 
In  this  report. 

-The  amount  Is  three-tenths  more  than  the  figures  indicate. 
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STOCK— Continued. 


Number  of  Shares  Issued 

1 
1 

u 

«4 

For  Cash 

For  Construc- 
tion 

For  Reorganiza- 
tion 

For  Other  Pur- 
poses 

3 

0 

a 
o 

a 
a 

o 

i 

1 

a 
o 

a 
a 

0 

a 
o 

a 
a 

o 
o 

0 

a 

a 

0 
0 

1 
0 

£ 

1 

90O 

80 

d,060 
86,400 
80.406 

*i92l554 
88,984 

TOO 



nlmlm 

-ZuT^m 

tioISo 

1,180 
880,968 

ia^ffls 

80O 

-«,171,80e 

1,180 

1,060,990 

888,418 

68,984 

1,889,983 

1,844.816 

840,601 

760,000 

600 

8,860 

80,000 

11.870 

4,000 

9,117 

117,696 

141,964 

4,000 

"""ioo^ooo 

$           20,000.00 
8.000.00 

tf  166.601 

186,858 

U806,468 

80.600 

"'§895^878 

69,8S0 

419,600 

168,186 

15.883.728.87 

661,196 

605,048 

63,461 

98B,7S6 

sii6,ioo 

89,838 

800,646 

19,807 

91,949 

47,045 

60O 

1,685 

446,095 
76,661 
76,669 

57,8^,856.87 

68,587,886.74 

4,315,067.78 

75,000,000.00 

60,000.00 

111 

608 

^ 

80,000 

8.000,000.00 

11,870 
4,000 
9.117 







87,500 

^ 

881,400.00 
400,000.00 
811,700.00 

79,996 

85,880 

4,000 

^6oIo66 

66,784 
40,000 

11,759,600.00 









— — _ — 

6.000 





80,000 

95,000 

606 

9,960,498 

680.000 

70.000 

88,500.00 

887 

119 

160 

1,344,799 

100,000 

85,300.00 

80 

600,980 
880,000 

760,000 
840,000 

946,606 

8,000.00 

66,010 

14,900 



68,000,000.00 
7.000,000.00 

1,768.544 

189,867 

8«7,886 

186,886 

8,861,406 

•8,681,899 

8,186,541 

1,000,968 

-11,855998 

1  801,405,889.11 
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THIRTIETH  A19NUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No. 


Railroads 


Income  Boads 


I 

s 


1^ 


§3 

•< 


r 


p 


3 


Ames   ft   College 

Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe.. 
Chicago,  Anamosa  ft  Northern.. 
Chicago,  Bariineton  &  Quincy.. 
Chicago  Oreat  Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft.  Dodge 

Wisconsin.  Minnesota  &  Pac. 
Chicago,  Milwankee  ft  St.  Paul- 
Chicago  ft  North- Western. 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  ft  Omaha- 
Chicago,  Rode  Island  ft  Pac — 

Colfax  Northern  - — - 

Crooked  Creek 

Davenport,  B.   I.  ft  N.  W 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  ft  N — 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des  Moines  Western 

DabuqueftS.  C.  (111.  Cent.) — 
Iowa  Central  

Albia  &  Centerville 

Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  ft  St.  Louis 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft  Northwestern 

Tabor  ft  Northern 

Union  Pacific 

\7abash  _      •       — - 

WiUmar  ft  Sioux' fSIs'os'n")!! 

Total 


$    151,788,pOO 


$    1S1,4»,000 


500,000 


$    151,788.000 


I  ue,»6,ooo|  76,UB.8aO.» 


500,000 


%    1S1.930,000$    110,705,000 


I    75,UB,800.96 
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DEBT— Continued. 


Income  Bonds 

Equipment  Trust  Obligations 

Interest 

Amount  of  au- 
thorized 
issue 

1 

1 
*-> 

Cash  realized 
on  amount 
issued 

Interest 

Accrued 
during 
year 

Paid  dur- 
ing 
year 

Amount 
issued 

Amount  o 
standinc 

CO 

Accrued 
during 
year 

Paid  dur- 
ing 
year 

$  4,508.578.04 

1  4,007.968.88 



— 

— 

90,000.00 

86,180.66 

1    6,600,000 

$    6,500,000 



— 

$105,685 

... ---l-„- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

. 

«— - 

— 

.•-- 

$  4,0S8.672.M 

$  4,687,448.8S 

....>.— 

1   0,500,000 

f    0,500,000 

^  «■  w  M^  WW  was  WW  w 

1105,085 

........ 
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THIBTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  8— STOCKS 


Railroads 


Stocks  Owned 


Railway  Stocks 


Total  Par 
Value 


Income  or 
DiYidend 
Received 


Valuation 


Other 
Stocks 


Total  Par 
Value 


Ames   ft   College 

Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  ft  Northern 

Chicago,    Burlington  ft  Quincy 

Chicago  Great  Western 

Mason  City  ft  Ft.  Dodge 

Wisconsin.   Minnesota  ft  Pac 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul 

Chicago  ft  North-Western „ 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  ft  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pac- 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek  

Davenport,  R.   I.  ft  N.  W 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  ft  N 

De«  Moines  Union 

Des  Moines  Western 

Dubuque  ft  S.C.  (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central 

Albla  ft  Centerrille 

Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  ft  St.  Louis 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft  Northwestern 

Tabor  ft  Northern 

Union  Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar  ft  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 

Total 


$    g9,810,UO.OO  f 


481,100.00 
89,066,009.01 


81,085.41 


8,068,400.00 
96,180,001.70 

4,866,888.80 
48,887,006.00 


68,600.00 

6,800.00 

6.800.00 

6.80 

900,560.00 


4.086.80 
4,110.80 


9,086.80 

1,818,000.00 

108,600.80 

886,884.94 


7,174.64 


618,800.00 


66,687,800.00 
16,886,461.68 

8,600,000.00 


$  898,784,689.49 


16,681.87 


9,816,450.50 
87.800.00 


8    11,198,901.96 


$         352,809.12 
89,130.49J.89 


8,006,601.00 

"411847488736 
86.089.669.90 


68.600.00 

6.80O.0O 

6.80O.0O 

6.80 


108.600.00 


78,799.070.59 

10.099.866.84 

9,900,000.00 


1 169,479,818.94 


8  8,894.919.90 


15,000, 
199,460. 
400.000, 


00 
00 
00 


666,600, 
5,186.900, 


00 
00 


4.671,000.00 


1.000.00 


99,808.800 
9,589,700 


.00 
.00 


844,759.668.00 
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AND   BONDS  OWNED. 


Stocks  Owned 

Bonds  Owned 

Other  Stocks 

Railway  Bonds 

Other  Bonds 

Income  or 

DlYidends 

Receiyed 

Valuation 

Toul  Par 
Value 

Income  or 

Interest 

Received 

Valuation 

Total  Par 
Value 

Income 
or  Inter- 
est Re- 
ceived 

Valuation 

$      844,6o6.6o 

$     '6o7o6 

$      100,965.00 

$  1,885,811.30 

$    60,260.711.11 

$     846,260.68 

8         85,180.00 

$        1,000.00 

eoo.oo 

15.000.00 

192,456.44 

20.000.00 

668*688766 

868,800.00 
45,000.00 

55,887,83 
1,666.67 

888,508.00 
45.000.00 

488,500.00 
80,400.00 

83,800.00 
428.26 

488,800.00 
80,400.00 

ii",667Too 

412,789.00 

8788876oo7oo 

14,660,000.00 

8,406.000.00 

87,787,837.50 

""67o96766o76o 

8,468.50 

6,850.00 

1,888,074.84 

8,871,000.00 

— — - 



-__-_———— 

2,406,000.00 
80,289,117.08 

"ii79687666766 

■"857i887i6 

44.ia0.00 

873,767.04 

0,198,808.50 



"i7ooo766 

'io79667a9784 
179,702.00 

■«  ^t^  «»S  *M  M^  •*«  ^^  ■• 

8,ffi6,00O.0O 
1,477,000.00 

'""ioTiSrSoToo 

16,506,000.00 

in,ooo.oo 

8,885,666.00 

1   1   1    1   1   i   1 
1   1   1   1   1   i   1   1 
1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1 
1   1   1   1   1   I   1   1 
1   1   1   1   1   1   1   1 

1   I   1   j   1   I   1   1 

1   1   1   1   1   1   1 

1   1   1   1   1   1   1 

1  1  1  1  1  M  1 
1  1  1  1  1  1  1  1 

67,860.78 

1,457,000.00 

'*87W67606766 
161,860.01 

""7576847708748 
15,060,000.00 

ois.di.oo 

78,888.06 

"uTinriooToo 

888,878.78 

1,178,600.00 



8  1.200.806.10 

814.720,981.68 

$  886,847,848.61 

$11,060,287.85 

$187,896,457.44 

186,968,100.00 

$805,068.90 

$10,820,106.80 
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V. 


TABLE   No.   10— COST  OF 


Cost  of  Construction 

Cost  of  Equipment 

■ 

Railroads 

Total  cost 
to  June 
80,1906 

Total  cost 
to  June 
80.1907 

Per  mile 

Total  cost 
to  June 
80,1906 

Total  cost 
to  June 
80,1907 

Ames  &  College 

*■*_«•  WW  *■>  WW—  — 

A.,  T.    &   S.  F 

C.  A.    &    N _ 

C,    B.    ft   Q. —    

$  4&7,896,967.00 

1  460,111,445.75 

9    47,336,80 

STiooTlo 

114,424.93 
42,270.87 

106,979,666.68 

"lliSTSoTis 

1,OT7,996.14 
668,967.79 

138,748,886.78 

'974767949784 

1,577.996.14 

668,967.79 

$  8.48i.56 

C.  G.  W 

M.  C.    &   P.  D 

W.  M.  ft  P 

66,«r7,0ei.86 
43,067,716.80 
11,888,947.94 

06,887,460.05 
48,867,497.81 
11,455,404.49 

12,549.48 
4,172.97 
2,446.46 

C.  M.    &  St.  P 

IC.  A  N.  W 

IC.  St.  P..  M.    &    O.  - 

C  R.  I.    &    P. 

450,506.03 
3,152,874.90 
1,806,419.97 
1,945,686.83 

911.750.99 

iisSSToi 

458,070.68 
8,171,881.81 
1,890,745.09 
1,963,107.55 

214,819.89 

23~134T84 
25,671.26 
67,828.  .54 
95,818.17 
313,976.89 

46,504.90 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek  

98,488.88 

90.988.04 

119,433.67 

175,886.80 

81,886.63 

20,315.10     4,885.86 
90,938.041    1.188.06 

D..  R.  I.  &  N.  W 

112.433.67 

179,146.24 

31,386.63 

8,404.48 

D.  M.,    1.  F.    &    N 

D.  M.    Union    

9,543.94 

7.846.66 

D.  M.    Western    

D.  &  S.  C.   (III.   Cen.).._. 
Iowa  Central  

98,947,844.90 
400,490.00 

88,990,810.01 
400,480.00 

47,764.77 
16.383.80 

2,383,665.74 

9,886,666.74 

4,751.76 

A.    &    C 

M.   &  O 

M.  &  St.  L 



Mus.,   N.  &  S 

N.    A    N.  W 

M75*878TS 

82,688,07 

296,578,059.99 

82,688.07 
228,773,871.90 

24*177700 

9.407.06 

76,238.82 

©7077715 

10.299.68 

11,106,065.06 

8887484757 

62,077.15 

10,229.68 

11,106,065.06 

■'"666768 

Tabor  A   Northern   

Union  Pacific  

1.163.78 
8.701.51 

Wabash   . 

W.  A  S.  F.   (Gr.  N.) 

9,011,891.38 

9,135,049.11 

30,084.79 

t859,887.61 

1,181.68 

Total         —       -        

$  846,700,287.73 

$  868,588,783.27 

$52,066,566.49 

950.750.978.49 

{Credit  for  year  ending  Jnne  80,  1907,  |98,896.96. 

fRoad  mileage  basis. 

'Credit  for  year  ending  June  80,  1907,  $38,794.80. 

fProportional. 
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ROAD  AND  EQUIPMENT. 


Grand  Total  Cost  of  Constmctlon  and  Eqalpment 


ops 

3^ 


O 


m 

B8 


1 
£ 


Total  Coft  of  Construction  and  Equip- 
ment for  Iowa 


8g§ 
1b8 


O0S 


a 

0U 


96,7»4.08 

484,800.648.68 

800,966.74 

887,756,888.50 

74,018,461.40 

44,645,648.04 

U,006.885.08 

860,664,060.84 

888,800,686.70 

61.885,068.70 

166,718,071.08 

164,580.85 

471,444.07 

8,865.807.87 

1,981,800.77 

1,877,078.46 

811,750.00 

80,079,940.80 

86,834,500.94 

400,480.00 


86 

498,858 

80O 

845,881 

76.814 

44,846 

18,118 

850,148 

848,904 

68,408 

186,186 

168 

478 

8,888 

1,099 

1,884 

814 

80,679 

86,877 

400 


,788.53 
,965.74 
.500.00 
.888.89 
,486.96 


,787.01 
,818.18 
,6U.0O 
,644.88 
,181.18 
,006.78 
,815.61 
,801.88 
,494.18 
,840.89 
,940.80 
.476.75 
,480.00 


13,588.88 
50,750.85 
10,718.50 
80,870.68 
101,065.91 
118,607.90 
44,717.88 
86,180.17 
88,414.15 
88,016.71 
87,777.86 
88,080.18 
96,860.88 
70,887.08 
88,801.41 
881,183.55 
46,504.80 
89,057.81 
68,516.58 
16,883.80 


$  86,794.06$ 

860^966174 
54,881.616.75 
80,806,885.80 
41,418,656.87 

975,908.80 

48,568,808.81 


*  164.580.86 
471,444.07 
8,800,088.17 
1,981,889.77 
1,877,078.46 
9U  ,750.90 

n, 718,600.66 
400,480.00 


96,794.88 


800 

•64,847 

40,416 

41,608 

986 

t67,488 

61,067 

t8,888 


,966.74 
,788.45 
,108.47 
,906.74 
,013.00 
,888.61 
,068.86 
,765.66 


168,191.18 

478,008.78 

8,878,908.89 

1,999,801.88 

1,884,404.18 

814,849.80 


81,780,688.66 
400,480.00 


18,588.88 


10,718.60 
80,796.88 
101.065.81 
118,507.90 
44,717.88 
36.084.48 
88,414.15 
88,016.71 

86.860.88 
08,965.68 
88,891.41 
381.183.55 
46.504.80 


58.656.08 
16.383.80 


89,017,686.08 


80,104,076.80 


47,678.88 


8,587.665.40 

09,917.76 

886,684,118.07 

147,884,004.81 

0,390,816.90 


8,640,819.68 

08,917.75 

880,881,986.98 

169,684,868.69 

9.494,569.78 


94.788.68 
10.870.84 
79.086.88 
96,808.41 
81,806.47 


8,587,666.40 
09,017.75 


9,540.919.68 

09,017.76 


94,788.68 
10,570.84 


8,153,407,776.65 


9     8,880,070,451.85 


9      916,086,745.87  9  800,847,866.81 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  13-INOOME 


Payments  from  Net  Income 

Dividends  on  Stock 

i 

a 

E 

1 

o 

Railroads 

Common 

Preferred 

1 

a 
§ 

a 

< 

1 

Amount 

1 

Ames  &  College 

Atcbison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  &  Northern 

"T 

iT'looTwTS 

.•— • 

M  MM  M«»  W  ■•  M«  MM  ^iM  W 

»»«>MW«iMMMM 

M  MM  M  WM«  ■»  W  M«^ 

Chicago,    Burlington  &  Qulncy 

Chicago    Great   western , 

Mason  City  &  Pt.   Dodge 

"h 

|i"fS66~8al6ii 



%     864»M9«W 

Wisconsin,    Minnesota  &Pac 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

•Chicago   ft    North-Westem 

•Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  ft  Omaha — 
Chicago,  Kock  Island  ft  Pacific 

7 
7 

i,»5,9».80 

1,»78,S9O.O0 

68,9/0.81 

"T 

8 
7 

oSlMsroi 

874.3».(n 
85.774.U 

• •__• _ .••. A. • 

1,668,7K).81 
94,744.01 

Colfax  Northern  

Crooked   Preek 







DayeuDort.  R.  I.  ft  N.  W. 



Des  Moines.  Iowa  Falls  ft  N. 

— 

ioIiisTos 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des  Moines  Western 

Dubuque  ft  S.C     (111.    Cent.) 



-_«_- — 

»A88.'5 

Iowa   Central   

Albla  ft  Centerrille  









Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  ft   St.  Ix>nl8 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft  Northwestern.. ...  _  . 



"i' 

fl7^84Or00 

— 

9r',iiiSM 

Tabor  ft  Northern 

Union  Pacific           — _  -__           «  - 

— 

Wabash    

WlUmar  ft  Sioux  Falls  (O.  N.) 



— 





— 

— 

Totals    

1  9,9fi£.907.» 

$  1,887,188.95 

1 

1  4,800,<M0.48 

'Proportional. 


tDpbenture  fitock. 
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ACCOUNT— IOWA— Continued. 


From  Operattom  Year 
Bn<lins  June  80, 1907 

On  June  80, 1806 

For  Year 

On  June  80.  1807 

1 
s 

a 

1 

s 

a 

i 

< 

CB 

O 

o 

i 

0 

CB 

1       11,247.82 



1            968.07 

— 

$     8,631.56 

8       20,886.85 

09,295.56 

8.004.68 

669,679.42 

iS^iSl? 

$         7,061.15 

8.960.47 

"iii^iairio 

50.080.89 

251,288.69 

1.679.81 

861,298.60 



M48.46 

1.686.049.44 

8,916,081.85 

4,550,180.09 

841.787.68 

0,876.06 



82,072.28 

407,478.40 

85,888.46 

88,846.56 

"iTsisIinris 

. __. 



si'iislsi 

501,217.54 
85,888.46 



6,871.50 

2,687.86 

' 

1,078.08 

126,886.48 

9liSr57 

8,410.47 

886,688.20 

28,180.89 

125.252.45 

68.866.08 

ijooli 

10.515.28 

168.966.89 
83.769.26 

14,477.29 
89,009.77 

11,720.88 
8.976.06 

sTimToo 

189,608.47 

■""lasers 

8,090.94 

211.560.51 

1,687,700.77 

10,888.18 

nlool4o 

"""aas^rw 

— _ 

"'"7927408717 

5,604.47 

5,181.34 
5.90 

481,477.01 

1.840.80 

1,184.01 

80,760.90 

ios^oosItb 

— 



$  8.689.188.98 

8  1.440.588.04 

I  6.008,545.87 

8  1,260.720.68 

8  171,464.93 

I  840,181.87 

I  6,868.966.77 

I  1.450,960.48 

THIETIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OK  THE 


TABLE  No.  16— INCOME  ACCOUNT 


Payments  From  Net  Income 

Dividends  on  Stock 

• 

1, 

s 

Railroads 

Common 

Preferred 

• 

O 

5 

1 

a 
a 
o 

a 

1 

Ames  &  Collegre  

Atcbison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  &  Northern 

ChicafiTO.    BurllnfiTton  &  Qulncy 

'T 

5 

*T 

7 
7 

$  6,655,0»;.50 

"777581757750 

"T 

$177087690750 



$11786877^760 
7.758.737.00 

ChicasTO    Great   Western 

666,845.00 

•  fi 

tl, 044,984 .00 

1.611 .829.00 

Mason  City  &  Ft.    Dodge 

Wisconsin,    Minnesota  &  Pac 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

4,938,286.601    7 
6,118,677.501    8 
1,2U6.916.50     7 
4,116,728.00.  '6 

8,479,063.00 

1,791,600.00 

787,976.00 

*8,508.00 

8.417.849.60 

Chicago  &  North-Western 

7,910.177.60 
2,066,892.50 
4,125,326.00 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Kock  Island  &  Paciflc __ 

Colfax  Northern  

Crooked  Creek  

———  —  ——  —  ————  -• _— .—  ,  » •__... _•**««« 

Davenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W _. 

, 

Des   Moines,  Iowa  Falls  Jk  N. 

1 

Des  Moines  Union 

' 

Des  Moines  Western 

29,188.05 
470  3S0  00 

1 

29,188.06 

Dr.buQue&  S.  C.    (111.    Cent.) 

4 

Iowa   Central   

-  —  ----  —  --  —  -    -_....__-___-                   '>IV,t>OV.W 

1 

Albla  &  Centerville  - 

_  _       --     _     1  ~"~ 

« 

Manchester  &  Oneida 

1 

Minneapolis  &   St.  Louis 

5 

200,000.00 

200,000.00 

Muscatine.  North  &  South 

Newton  &  Northwestern 

"lO" 

"T 

_. _        _  _     1     _ 

Tabor  &  Northern 

Union  Paciflc  

Wabash    _ 

Wlllmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 

19,548,240.00 

496766o7o6 

"T 

"879®7t727o6 



~»76a7a97oo 
■""4oo76o67o6 

Totals    

$50,990,981.05 

$17,008,688.00 

$67,994,614.06 

) 

♦B.,  C.  R.  &  N.  Ry.  and  R.  I.  &  P.  Ry.   stock. 
tDebenture  stock. 
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—ENTIRE  LINE— Continued. 


From  Operations  Year 
Ending  June  80, 1907 

On  June  80.  1906 

For  Year 

On  June  80, 1907 

e 

4>» 

o 

a 

00 

a 
o 

5    - 

CB 

a 
o 

•a 

o 

a 

s 

1 

CO 

$       11,847,88 
13,776.88 



1                963.97 
19.966.488.99 

$      7lofi7i5 

1         8,684.66 
888,748.88 

^"""81611^787 

1         80,836.36 
80,066,874.36 

8,094.68 

1       8,966.47 

6,883.198.60 

i~4^l869r07 

41,649,686.94 
419,979.97 

88,789,997.76 

18,966,880.30 

3,068,490.16 

16,881,087.86 

88.078.83 

407,478.40 

47,895.14 

880.089.88 
976,805.66 

8867846760 
68,898.13 

8,670,887.67 
87687788 

47,068,780.64 
867,160.78 

"'S78887457S 

81,787,808.46 

8,856,810.86 

17.113,881.78 

88,448.81 

501,817.54 

47,896.14 

886,646.69 

58,388.18 

5.078,468.85 

7,880,888.16 

888,780.70 
4.477,466.38 



6,876.06 

6,371.60 

— — — __ 

— ^•-••-»  ^«  __«A« 

1,078.08 

ml2^748 

— »_-_ 

""'1867858745 

63,866.08 

iM77.89 

"■"iirSols 

3,576.08 
189,668.47 

99,009.86 
88,846.66 

iloSIHiToi 

848.800.01 
876,456.68 



168.965.89 
88,789.86 

"~87588790i784 

166,419.18 
448,800.78 

841.190.61 
9.188.97 

8,410.47 

886,688.80 

88.180.89 

10.00 

8,894.08 

10,615.88 

— .-..i^..__ 

74,761.39 
10,838.12 

841785787 

— — —- __ 

887,706.86 

1,486,083.78 

5.604.47 

481,477.01 

80,760.90 

6,181.84 

6.98 

1,991,796.96 

"1878867795788 
446,688.87 
850,948.72 

1,840.80 
4.401.009.58 

1,184.61 

451,664.88 

._~~~~ — 





— «  tm^  «•_  M_  v»  ^>M  » 

189,683,418.11 

$  780,008.64 

$  148.040.188.47 

$  8,179,886.89  $  1.568,688.88 

$  6.678.177.87 

$171,867,444.73 

$8,156,194.54 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE   No.    17— 


Railroads 


Passenger 


§gS5 
o 


o 


0   14   a 


h 


9$  ^* 


Ames  &  College 

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe : 

Chicago,   AnamosaA  Northern 

Chicago,    Burlington  &  Qnincy 

Chicago    Great    western 

Mason  City  *  Ft.   Dodge 

Wisconsin,    Minnesota  &  Pac 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  North-Westem 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek  

Davenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W 

De«   Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

Dea  Moines  Union 

Des  Moinea  Western 

♦Dubuque  &  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) 

lown    Central    

Albla  &  Centerville  

Manchester  &  Oneida 

Minneapolis   &   St.  Louis 

Muscatine,  North  &  South 

Newton   &   Northwestern 

Tabor  &  Northern 

Union   Pacific  

Wabash    -— — •—- 

Willmar  A  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 

Totals    


$       16,M1.88 


3,8U.81 


430.468.89 

288.900.6S 

8,297.08 


1,729,664.48 


8.474.85 
1.085.08 


66,072.84 


$  158,167.81 

66,42^.78 

886.56 


602,688.78 


747.920.78     182,029.22 


7,448.81 
7,424.54 


7,240.80 

14.288.09 

6,488.78 


115,761.62 
29,954.57 


$  8,417,7ff7.47 


782.78 

77,047.45 

8.960.85 


$  986,977.71 


I  188,249.19 
42,010.65 


•  I 


209,821. 80; 
00,238.691 


768.27! 


423,829.87!    1,090,782.36 


170,757.70 


751.90 
68,817.18 
96,081.88 


$  855,696.14 


182,635.26 


7,471.20 

96,938.96 

656.51 


16,541.86 

68,618.00 

8,844.81 

2,764,844.21 

987,707.60 

889,670.75 

4,052.76 

8,660,825.66 

8,746,086.40 

810,818.88 

8,775,254.80 

8.474.85 

1.085.08 


65,078.84 


$  1,978,483.78 


1,988,848.96 

406,790.78 

7,443.83 

7,484.64 

816,964.41 

7,840.89 

14,288.09 

5,433.78 

8,985.86 

879,060.21 

65.510.81 


^7,184,286.27 
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EARNINGS— IOWA. 


Express 

Extra  baggage 
and  storage 

a 

O 

Total'paRsenger 
earnings 

Originating 
and  termi- 
nating In 
Iowa 

Si 

Sii 

l» 

a.  *i« 
O  ^^ 

is 

St 
oft 



566.88 

606,019.23 

60,746.n 

19,940.58 

1,308.80 

301.119.50 

47», 333.76 

83,077.36 

850.869.05 

1         561.88 

85.05 

S6»888.38 

8,904.69 

4,156.53 

151.21 

47,454.61 

58,457.16 

6,063.04 

$       16,541.86 

$         9,418.56 

1.520.04 

281.650.95 

80.928.64 

28.780.!)3 

795.38 

294.599.11 

385.2*15.83 

24.687.52 

406.438.48 

80.20 

800.00 

21506120 

1          1,6U.60           87.616.40 

%    i,seo.o4 







341652780 

14.451.80 

8.288.48 

41.94 

148.074.91 

6,658.44 

323.43 

5,976.78 
8,783.585.10 

1.108.783.50 

441.689.81 

7.844.50 

3,450.673.60 

4,610.680.73 

878,864.78 

68,723.23  

4,509,785.67 

80.eo 

14.91 

8,669.96 

800.00 

706.83 
8,917.68 
8.808.28 

8,048.41 





8,917.68 
61,587.38 

685.47 

57648730 
1,507.80 

148,389.86 

, 

»_>>__-- 

'"'i48l889.'86 

27,688.76 

800.00 

126^077758 

50,517.84 

1.000.7D 

10,141.50 

841.30 

5.72 

8,867.97 

1,573,888.27 
495.7S1.08 

300.00 

1 

9.175.83 

406.06 



4.0a.05                  40S.S4 

8,329.15 

24,147.48 
1,000.92 

48,088.14 

961.06 

806.483.96 

1,000.98 

:::i:  ::::::::: i 

8,841.31 

1.858.04 

1,358.04 

8,477.00 

164.. 55 
210.53 

797.18 

t4798678i 
404.68 

80,064.86 

639.98 

689.98 

644.21 

6.928.50 

$      8,750.67 

3.750.67              4,623.69 

20,627.20            51,275. ftl 

4,»48.28             8.271.60 

17,860.28 

860.889.16 

79,648.11 

'""""""" 

$  149,085.09 



1     3,750.67 

)  1,688,673.17 

9  2,164,370.14 

$  266,782.65 

$      881,847.93 

$81,473,960.16 

finolndtng  extra  baggage. 
*Road   mileage   basis. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  BEPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  18— EARNINGS— 


Railroads 


Frelgbt 


ggfl. 


§1 


aa 


aSSs 
tSa5 


**  O  S  h» 


Ames  ft  College 

Atchison.  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe... 
Chlcaffo,  Anamosa  ft  Northern... 
Chicago,  Bnrllngton  &  Quincy... 
Chicago    Great   Western 

Mason  City  ft  Ft.   Dodge 

Wisconsin.  Minnesota  ft  Pac... 
Chicago.  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul- 
Chicago  ft  North-Westem 

Chicago.  St.  P.,  M.  ft  Omaha... 
Chicago.  Bock  Island  ft  Pacific... 

Colfax  Northern — 

Crooked  Creek 

Davenport.  R.  I.  ft  N.  W. 

Den   Moines,  Iowa   Falls  ft  N 

Des  MoJnfis  Union 

Des  Molnei'  Western 

DubuQUoftS.  C.  (111.  Cent.)— . 
Iowa   Central    

Albla  ft  Centerville 

Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis   ft   St.  Louis 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton   ft   Northwestern 

Tabor  ft  Northern 

Union   Pacific  

Wabash    

Willmar  ft  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.). 


Totals    


$ 


3,870.87 


2,274.60 


211,516.27 
1.387.81 


1,562,682.01 


46,6'ie.43 
86,604.08 


154,618.86 


515,817.40 


18.885.45 
11,311.18 


52,518.65 

160,225.01 

15,807.88 


295.000.82 
76,944.21 


$      8,158,596.61 


6,061.87 


178,648.79 
15,744.89 


8,116.551.02 


868,518.66 


4,288.26 

210,071.88 
128,817.60 


$      4.582.182.81 


•Including  "stock  yards"  and  "elevators. 


»» 


8,402.68 


297,050.00 
86.417.26 


1.784,139.98 


69l.0ei.2S 


18.268.08 
888.998.18 
109,479.83 


I         8,097,810.56 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  OOMMISmONERS 


49 


IOWA— Continued. 


Freight 

• 
1 

1 

1 

1 

o 

Total  freight 
earnings 

Si 

Crossing  the 
sute 

o»- 

Total  passeni 
and  freight 
earnings 

1         8,870.87 

969,666.87 

10,798.74 

6,861,147.78 

9,748,996.65 

1,808,814.06 

48,549.96 

10,894,186.49 

11,074,589.15 

619,390.40 

8,743,839.89 

46,669.43 

96,604.06 

$           3,870.87 

969,916.77 

10,728.74 

6,861,147.79 

9,748,998.66 

1,809,814.06 

48,549.96 

10,894,186.49 

11,118,769.11 

691,399.97 

8,743,339.89 

46,659.43 

.      96,604.03 

$         20,412.78 

9           *380.90 

847.589.96 

$"  iolMijS 



16,706.59 

SIsii.oi 

9,009.17 

10.674.679.88 

8.845.969.94 

$     615,600.00 

1,744,608.97 

60,794.56 

14.974.700.18 

4.668.166,89 

16.729.449.84 

994.754.80 

18.848.125.46 







— 

65,999.89 
97,647.44 

8,917.68 

154,618.86 

154,513.86 

916,111.94 









880,149.80 

9,906,647.90 

1,074,799.49 

18.886.46 

11,811.13 

838,899.59 
59,618.65 

169,296.01 
16,807.88 
64,776.79 

786,489.40 

366,588.67 

9,944.86 

9,915,499.06 

1,674,720.49 

13,385.45 

11,311.13 

833,892.59 
59,513.65 

169,825.01 
15,807.88 
64,776.79 

788,991.98 

857,436.37 

9,170,460.51 

99,661.28 

19,640.88 





1,989,376.48 

— ~ 

60,754.96 
189,309.87 

*  »—  **  »^— MM  w 

"lliHris 



99,736.38 

47,960.50 
57,835.06 

89,137.01 
1,149,810.39 

46,817.68 

8«7.70 

486,984.48 

$  6,969,378.80 

^9,667,419.81 

$   10,9U.06 

$  9,481.88 

$       46,461.64 

$    40,647,913.73 

1    71.191,178.89 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  21— EARNINGS— 


Freight  Earnings 

Freight  Revenae 

Total  freight 
revenue 

Less  Repayments 

Railroads 

Overcharge 
to 
shippers 

Other 
repay- 
ments 

Total 
•  deduc- 
tions 

Ames  &  College 

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe.— 
Chicago,   Anamosa  &  Northern— 
Chicairo.    Burllnirton  &  Ouincy 

9           8,870.87 

53.9SBU,395.71 
10,900.21 

1      8187563798$    '256,827728 
28.54                14S.9S 

1 

I  l7074780i72i 
171.47 

ChicafiTo   Great   Western 

6,883,608.69 

[ 

Mason  City  &  Ft.    Dodge 

Wisconsin,    Minnesota  &  Pac 

Chicago.  Milwaukee  &  St.  Panl... 

1,427,587.49 
497,780.76 





Chicago  &  North-Westem 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha — 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific — 
Colfax  Northern  -__._- 

49,489,468.87 

9,689,641,48 

87,968,880.86 

46,872.76 

25,776.89 

154^3786 
8l884l892746 

866,222.17 

856.222.17 

101,467.23 

1,480,876.45 

220.83 

171.88 

14,971.21 

116,488.44 
1.486.875.45 

820.83 

Crooked  Creek  

171.86 

Davenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W 

Dor   &ioineB.  Iowa  Falls  A  N. 

1 

Des  Moines  Union -- - 

1 

Des  Moines  Western — 

DnbuQue&S.  C.    (III.    Cent.) 

Tnv7ft    Cpntriil                   -._..-.,i_ 

"i4679ra7ds 



1467973708 

Albla  &  Centervllle  

Manchester  &  Oneida 

---^-gg ------ ---- 

11,811.18 

— - 

168.U 

Mfnnefluoiis    &    St.  Louls - 

2,727,031.87 

62.613.66 

170,788.90 

15,807.88 

83,608,021.60 

20,H»1, 030.31 

1,591,513.49 

46,680.58 

Muscatine.  North  &  South 

Newton   &  Northwestern — -_— 

1,568.80 

6487426735 
788,077.31 

1,568.89 

Tabor  &  Northern 

"i7977766677i 

Union   Pacific  -_  -- -- — 

M8,425.36 

Wabash        ~ — - 

8,865,744.08 

Willmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (O.  N.). 

779.79 

Totals    

9  22t,680.122.75 

$  4,197,579.14 

$  1,849,108.08 

$  6,008,815.70 
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ENTIRE  LINE— Continued  . 


Freight  Earnings 

« 

d 

1 

1 

1 

s 

OB 

1 
1 

Total  freight 
earnings 

Total  passenger  an 
freight  earnings 

$            8,870.87 

52,845,504.50 

10,728.74 

■>  ^^  WW  ^»^  ^rmt  w^  ^^  ««~  ^ 

«^iiorii 

623.68 

---.  .--__»_--,,, 

$""""146^40*136 

$            8,870.87 

52,001,906.85 

10,728.74 

66,065,793.65 

6,384,822.37 

1,427,587.49 

497,730.76 

44,141,565.62 

49,846,660.27 

9,447,803.40 

36,581,944.91 

46,652.43 

25.604.03 

154^618^88 

$           20,412.73 

75,411,806.86 

16,705.60 

79,414,726.8? 

8.785,885.44 

1.807.267.96 

56,018,683.64 

"IIZIIIIIIZIII 

6,333,606.60 
1,427,587.49 



497,730.76 
44,115,060.16 

105,388.02 
24,680.86 

600,794.26 
60.370.875.88 

49,083,246.20 

9,423,213.04 

86,581,044.01 

46,652.43 

70,026.16 

68,655,024.60 

13,888,720.71 

64,418,550.78 

65.222.89 

25,604.08 

•—_——•_— .•—_—— 

27.647.44 

iw^Ms'ie 



5,441.24 
216,111.24 

3,678,010.48 
2.506.827.42 

— — — -— — — 



10,500.20 

8,689,428.68 

2,506,327.42 

13,385.45 

11.811.18 

2,681,360.70 

52,513.65 

160,225.01 

16,807.88 

88,050,506.26 

18,885,220.13 

1,508,006.22 

5,818,581.58 
8.122.800.06 

18,885.45 
11,811.13 





22,561.28 
10,640.28 

2,681,850.70 

52.518.66 

160,225.01 



-__ — 

8,866,486.06 

e0,76i.06 

180.800.87 

16,807.88 
88.060.506.25 

__-———.-_— — 



22,736.88 
44.260.418.26 

18,466,286.20 
1.500,788.70 



880,988.84 
2,272.60 

27,482,478.50 
2,012,888.43 

$  818,764,406.22 

$         117,756.94 

$          26,606.46 

$        740,180.19 

$  810,697,060.81 

$  480,182,867.81 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  2^-EARNING8— 


Railroads 


Other  Earnings  From  Operation 


00 


4) 

S3 

o 


d 

as 

«H  Ad 
430.0 

n 


.d 
P. 

« 

4) 


Ames  &  College 

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Cbicngo,    Anamosa&  Northern 

Chicago,    Burlington  &  Quincy 

Chicago   Great    Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft.    Dodge 

Wisconsin,    Minnesota  &Pac 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  North-Westem 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern  

Crooked  Creek  

Davenport.  R.  I.  &  N.  W 

Des   Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

I)e«  Moines  Union 

Dert  Moines  Western 

Dubuque  &  8.  C     (111.    Cent.) 

Iowa    Central   

Albla  &  Centervllle  

Manchester  &  Oneida 

Minneapolis   &   St.  Louis 

Muscatine.  North  &  South 

Newton   &   Northwestern 

Tabo?  &  Northern 

Union   Pacific   ~ 

Wabash    

Willmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 

Totals    


%     880,320.18 


1,005,650.13 


67,857.56 
48.090.41 
41,858.00 


AA    QOQ    Qfi 

74,191.70 


09.70 


068.00. 
68,595.44, 
4,506.25 


14,817.20 
78^43 


890.00 
151.00 


367.044.96 

"'io^948rd6 


$  1.687,374.59 


10,178.33 
814.63 


57,206.86 

"oiroosTse 


$      488.897.98 


$     498,889.84 
51815168 


63,177.49 
278,615.46 


480.23 


6,814.16 


16,872.79 


81,586.84 


$    67,816.05 
"179^512198 


771.57 
28,861.06 


80,256.67 
4.68 


3.11 


164.60 
62,374.51 


$     906,901.29$  860.188.70 
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ENTIRE  LINE— CONHNUBD. 


other  Earnings  From  Operation 

Total  earnings 
from  operation 
—entire  line 

Rents  from 
tracks, 
yards  and 
terminals 

OOPi^ 

!e2 

b  «  e  ^ 
0  B>  £  S^ 

o^£7 

$"    "848,M8T05 

i"    iosliwrii 

•775,879.08 

5,485.48 

4,972.68 

8,260.18 

149,817.51 

112,748.80 

80,120.97 

164.700.50 

8.00 

%                 17.86 

98441.49 

91.66 

880,036.88 

6,457.83 

7,065.12 

238.29 

8,018.79 
139,029.51 

8,186.78 

454,005.06 

24,008.84 

88.85 

15.00 
55.18 

$                  17.26 

l,887,540.a5 

91.65 

8,890,580.96 

111,595.77 

69,728.81 

45.688.94 

178,178.57 

883,906.82 

804,128.07 

1,184,927.67 

76.23 

1,807.48 

81,628.08 

5,820.78 

875.809.59 

88,389.96 

518,815.49 

98.346.T7 

110.78 

914.00 

806.13 

164.59 

1,868,615.29 

188,566.88 

15,278.10 

$           20,429.99 

76,689,867.70 

16,797.17 

81,705,807.38 

8.897,481.21 

1,956,996.16 

736,417.20 

60,648,564.45 

68,878,931.82 

14,042,848.78 

66,588,487.45 

55,298.62 

28,954.86 

87.068.32 

281,432.02 

275,809.69 

28,889.96 

5,825,897.02 

8,816,846.72 

88,678.06 

19,640.28 

4,168,958.97 

61,668.96 

189,616.00 

88.900.97 

45,518,988.54 

87,565,029.40 

8,087,611.68 

$           20.429.99 

1351,276.52 

+16,797.17 

tl0.7S3.26x\3:i 

179.88 
60.00 

8,939.982.63 

1,815,309.64 

71.064.28 

48,620.18 
687,885.58 

16,868,827.87 

17,749.853.01 

922.614.84 

16,870,017.88 

56.206.02 

28,954.86 

178.85 

t47,14S.0O 
221.432.02 

875,809.50 

88,389.96 

80.979.66 

4,968.89 

isaiiTss 

875,809.59 

28,889.90 

14,942.211.29 

+8,829,419.86 

88,678.06 

19.6tO.88 

167,507.87 

1,874,784.54 

61,668.96 

189.516.00 

88,900.97 

586,100.18 

138,555.88 

8,088.60 

47,896.87 

888.018.18 
648780 

+859,177.18 

+1,161,810.89 

+460,631.08 

9     8,046,181.88 

$     1.408.671.80 

$     1,814,U9.84 

$     8,156,764.77 

$  468,889,688.58 

$    79.654,895.70 

'Including  rents  on  yards,  tracks  and  terminals. 
+Actiial. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.23— OPERATING 


Railroads 


Maintenance  of  Way  and  Structnret 


80 

ofe 


Ames   &    College   

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicagro,   Anamosa  &  Northern 

Chicago,    Burlington  A  Qulncy 

Chicago  Great  Western 

Mason  City  A  Ft.   Dodge 

Wisconsin.    Minnesota  A  Pac 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

'Chicago  A  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  A  Omabs 

Chicago,  Bock  Island  A  Pacific 

Colfax    Northern   

Crooked  Creek  

Darenport,  B.  I.  A  N.  W _ 

Des   Moines,  Iowa  Falls  A  N 

Des  Moines  Union  

Des  Moines  Western 

Dubuque  A  S.  C.    (111.   Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albla  A  Centenrllle. 

Manchester  A  Oneida 

Minneapolis  A  St.  Louis _ 

Muscatine,  North  A  South 

Newton   A  Northwestern 

Tabor  A  Northern. 

•Union  Pacific 

Wabash    

Wlllmar  A  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 


610.00 

»,395.U 

.    2,805.33 

088,815.96 

277,014.86 

114,480.87 

5,406.88 

886,754.60 

1,063,886.81 

"'oio'mrie 

5,112.47 

4,604.49 

9,446.72 

80.583.21 

19,230.75 

1,618.81 

839.420.38 

175.052.10 

7,806.38 

1,920.70 

86,880.51 

6,544.48 

83,078.67 

1,957.49 

48,169.21 

96,014.28 

68.280.32 


Totals    %     5,203,922.97 


809.80$ 

8,879.38 

m.88 

12.87 

04,766.14 

106,097.04 

t388.28 

126.80 

26.16 

244.851 
84,062.54 
4,464.16 
426.54 


17,394.65 


46.86 

2.129.29 

n0,291.84 

f479.61 


%         419,857.11 


8 

n 


d 


10,207.16 

.92 

198,841.96 

46,415.78 

12,946.77 

2,766.56 

161,710.46 

220,259.68 

897^247194 

2,125.34 

1,809.76 

2,463.00 

6,101.53 

5,728.29 

844.15 

87,710.91 

64,161.28 

2,540.96 

1,260.12 

86,860.65 

3,273.29 

4.717.37 

2,175.15 

15,279.87 

16,211.21 

7,616.77 


$  1.185,256.80 


'Proportional. 
tCredit. 
{Proportional  on  train  mileage  basis. 
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EXPENSES— IOWA. 


Maintenance  of  Way  and  StnictureB 


Repairs  and  re- 
newals of 
bridges  and 
culverts 

Repairs  and  re- 
newals of 
fences,  road 
crossings, 
signs  and 
cattle-guards 

Repairs  and  re- 
newals of 
buildings  and 
fixtures 

Repairs  and  re- 
newals of 
docks  and 
wharves 

Repairs  and  re- 
newals of 
telegragh 

Stationery  and 
printing 

• 

s 

1 

9            185.00 

9               675.00 
64.797.78 

6,675.60 

$         414.47 

""io^86i"S 

11,066.64 

6.168.88 

831.01 

49.618.50 

45.681.87 

$    10,677.11 

"iii^mlos 

84,416.98 

8,560.96 

817.01 

219.415.08 

146,982.86 

""6^785790 
88.016.11 

$     680.88 

28.498.98 

8.609.46 

1,007.41 

75.49 

14.818.88 
8.546.06 

$    ""87.58 

4,088.88 

886.06 

28.87 

081.56 

8,461.58 

808.ii6.» 

88,588.87 

U.884.88 

1.878.70 

800.887.04 

166.706.80 

'""i^wsroe 

1.118.18 

886.77 

863.797.48 

680.61 

2.806.86 

1.608,093.18 

896.600.16 

154.RR6.47 

10,601.66 

1.888.S05.00 

1.646.840.78 

2116.525.87 

818,700.87 
186.87 

86,068.80 

40.96 

.80 

168.88 

617.16 

844.41 

16,740.18 

466.68 

88.97 

4,466.87 

768.16 

176.88 

170.76 

180.61 

8,(n4.88 

1,476.88 

176.804.94 

44.28 

68.75 

500.52 

606.02 

7.464.64 

64.88 

77,887.48 

17,818.67 

827.86 

625.64 

14,811.60 

626.61 

736.98 

079.48 

17.858.57 

16.088.75 

14.180.18 

81.111.66 

8.964.90 

288.66 

1.966,589.81 
7.060.01 

868.40 

6.858.40 

8.706.58 



61.76 
14.06 

7.80 

ilso 

16.866.87 

8.880.64 



81,146.61 

65.00 

84.718.86 
8.867.10 

141,614.19 

86.688.66 

8,918.66 

~ -■  —  ~  ■■  •^"*  •"  * 

4.008.81 

8,188.18 

.98 

8.485.81 
893.67 

887.88 

666.058.67 

816,270.75 

14,876.08 

40.66 

8,870.00 

9.810.14 
6,480.52 



046.74 

806.88 

18.60 
877.81 

166,588.07 
18.005.87 

8*861.81 
848.96 

6,661.07 
11.068.78 
18,866.58 



44.81 
40.86 

154.49 
1.149.07 

164.88 

180.66 

18.68 

48.06 

107.98 

166.18 

48,784.86 

6.886.10 

87.886.16 

188.861.40 

96,612.71 

9  1,161,806.66 

$  885,088.60 

$  966,678.09 

169.804.01 

100,567.16 

116,878.86 

%  870.871.88 

%     0.766,890.47 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  BEPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.   24— OPERATING 


Railroads 


Maintenance  of  Equipment 


GO 


fl.tt 


I 

O 

•S«oS 

gO'-g 


Ames   &    College   

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  &  NorUiern 

Chicago,    Burlington  &  Qnincy 

Chicago  Great  Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft.   Dodge 

Wisconsin.    Minnesota  &  Pac 

Chicago,  Mliwanlcee  &  St.  Paul 

^Chicago  A  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax    Northern    

Crooked  Creek  


8.485.90 


62,581.81 

5,198.07 

8.501.71 

175.17 

80,188.80 

87,396.37 

'wloerM 

908.00 


9 


Davenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W •. 


DcR   Moines,  Iowa   Falls  &  N.. 

Des  Moines  Union  

Des  Moines  Western 

Dubuque  &  8.  C.    (111.   Cent.) 

loiva  Central  

Albia   &   Centervllle 

Manchester  &  Oneida 

Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis 

Muscatine,  North  &  South 

Newton   &  Northwestern 

Tabor  &  Northern 

tUnlon  Pacific  — 

Wabash    

WiUmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 

Totals    


1,000.00 
1,180.48 


11,487.60 
5,001.79 


2,458.61 

i^iTOTii 


81S.06 
4,556.82 
1,488.66 


8         220.456.15 


487.00 

16,847.81 

96.72 

687,881.88 

286,958.88 

78,815.50 

1,877.84 

781,887.98 

500,856.76 

"Hslosrio 

460.86 

856.50 

786.81 

6,896.85 

8,094.80 

"sioIieirM 

180,988.96 
1,890.92 
1,805.88 

46,990.51 
2,488.25 

18,848.78 

65.45 

4,866.97 

76,981.69 

16,737.68 


6,180.75 

81.50 

198,746.86 

86,486.48 

18,648.10 

458.48 

881,906.96 

180,006.08 

175,795.80 

806.S1 

1,486.84 

8,819.06 


8     8,5a,460.27 


78,180.18 

16,879.197 

158.60 

66.66 

16,606.18 

866.06 

1,146.08 

78.71 

988.89 

11,878.64 

998.84 


8     917,064.86 


'Proportional  on   train   mileage  basis. 
fProportional. 
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EXPENSES— IOWA— CoNTiNUBD . 


Maintenance  of  Equipment 


Repairs  and 
renewals 
of  freight 
cars 

Repairs  and 
renewals 
of  work 
cars 

Repairs  and 
renewals 
of  marine 
equipment 

Repairs  and 
renewals 
of  shop 
machinery 
and  tools 

Stationery 
and  print- 
ing 

Other  ex- 
penses 

a 

$            68.70 
81.892.21 

.           -^-^ 

i~    "1.963.40 

i        m,76 

i"      2'609.9i 

$            555.70 
68.110.67 

127.28 

915,884.86 

68,900.91 

68,688.86 
11.147.09 
6,941.90 
186.96 
68,662.74 
44,028.80 

8,968.49 
4,068.29 
688.72 
25.90 
4,405.44 
8,846.14 

10,406.46 
88,069.42 
6,115.68 
168.46 
66,840.59 
69,108.80 

1.924.443.55 

217,984.62 
71,189.77 

— 

540.864.96 
176.938.42 

1,274.58 

4,161.68 

1,255,886.67 
1.000,201.96 

20,440.21 
17,948.06 

i       t256Isi 

8,898.106.33 

1,812,221.15 

*106.935.07 

608,218.61 
884.64 

84.294.65 

» 

51,670.66 
48.40 

7,866.90 

27,474.46 

1,771,689.80 
2.008.81 

2.282.93 

1,104.60 
8,931.44 
2,462.16 

600.50 

44.90 

•••*""•"  ■■""■^^ 

16.66 

194.88 

4,086.09 

26.51 

84,888.89 

7,588.88 

8.89 

siTif 

MSTS 
1.697.58 

148.79 

88,453.18 

8,657.84 

1.905.56 

14.428.87 

16.424.45 

750.89 

9.680.66 
2,996.20 

2,086.88 
489.84 

872.283.67 

98,086.99 

259.683.50 

1,028.99 

2,568.51 

H'lSt'so 



108.66 
8,660.28 

1.061.88 
1.888.18 

2.426.93 

42,724.28 
84.68 

au.84 

116,807.21 
2,728.96 

5,874.08 

104.83 

260.67 
29.58 

481.08 

6,886.56 

68.11 

128.80 

88.78 
849.87 
181.47 

1.4S1.66 

6W788 

760.88 

68.09 

23,906.42 

168.69 

4,677.86 

831.86 
812.49 
900.12 

11,581.68 

48,509.04 

149.646.49 

17,479.08 

87,794.50 

1  4.798.008.11 

$      148.823.18 

$       t860.81 

$     288,720.44$       27,416.77 

$     260.887.66 

810,896,777.21 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  25-OPERATING 


Railroads 


Conducting  Transportation 


a 
« 

a 
act 

00 


6 

Oct 

Ss 

(ill 


Ames   &    College    

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe.. 
Chicago,  Anamosa  &  Northern.. 
Chicago,  Bnrlington  &  Quincy.. 
Chicago  Great  Western 

Mason   City  &   Ft.    Dodge 

Wisconsin.  Minnesota  A  Pac. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul- 
*Chlcago   A   North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha- 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific. 

Colfax    Northern    — — 

Crooked  Creek  

Davenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W 

Des   Moines,  Iowa  Falls  A  N 

Des  Moines  Union  

Des  Moines  Western 

Dubuque  A  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) — 
Iowa  Central 

Albla   &   Centerville 

Manchester  A  Oneida 

Minneapolis  A  St.   Louis 

Muscatine,  North  A  South 

Newton   A  Northwestern 

Tabor  A  Northern 

♦Union  Pacific  

Willmar  &  Si'ouT  FalTsToVNO-- 


4,089.87 


Totals    -. 


168,014.58 

12,U7.18 

0,047.3S 

406.78 

117,088.06 

106,664.15 

'isil6i775o 

068.00 

1,708.82 

79.12 

2,424.14 

2,241.06 

1,448.06 

84,925.45 

88,568.88 


1,200.00 

14,724.64 

2,200.41 

2,906.10 


1,825.06 

19,985.89 

6,815.08 


888,428.39 


1,589.46 

18,864.03 

1,490.76 

607,700.20 

278,150.12 

120,518.83 

4,387.54 

1,182,205.95 

1,019,600.60 


041.971.88 

6,618.26 

2,697.63 

2,036.62 

11,688.82 

28,642.16 

l£7oST42 

187,921.84 

2,090.91 

1,426.80 

66,606.80 
6,247.25 

10,488.51 
1,158.80 
6,817.19 

80,534.91 

22.804.80 


I    '4,044,078.78 


$         2,875.88 

82,084.40 

968.40 

748.444.76 

444,189.64 

280,688.46 

6,425.66 

1,484,782.50 

1,299,814.00 


l,476,n4.71 

8,881.18 

2,906.86 

1.808.48 

16,056.04 

11,256.92 

""880^704766 

218,898.61 

2,880.81 

8,004.27 

96,400.48 

5,518.76 

17,774.06 

2,681.88 

8,658.60 

181,851.14 

50,771.86 


$  6.606,824.2I 


^Proportional. 
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EXPENSES-IOWA-CONTINUED. 


Conducting  Transportation 

Water  sup- 
ply for  lo- 
comotlyes 

11.  tallow 
and  waste 
for  loco- 
motlyes 

ther  sup- 
plies for 
locomo- 
tives 

8 

1 

a 

I 

rain  sup- 
plies and 
expenses 

wltchmen, 
flagmen 
and  watch- 
men 

elegraph 
expense 

o            1 

o            1 

H 

► 

oo 

1       H 

$              86.00 
1,046.88 

$        iSTss 

$         1,418.45 
13,785.18 

9              18.00 
7,878.72 

9        5.997.11 

$       84,660.37 

$     6,884.97 

100.88 

187.1S 

80.54 

1,885.80 

0.04 

-,— —      _— . 

43,808.96 

14,680.80 

16,018.91 

883,474.85 

181,806.57 

196,508.71 

148,422.68 

88,582.88 

13,676.60 

4,186.85 

186,111.86 

48,849.15 

84,868.70 

78,606.81 

9,857.13 

5,885.88 

1,456.80 

86,581.60 

13,564.30 

15,013.84 

85.857.18 

808.86 

168.90 

89.14 

8,608.47 

406.90 

1.880.80 

967.45 

60,075.10 

88,437.60 

10,101.99 

771.895.57 

168.980.87 

611,063.80 

188.478.07 

68,194.18 

86,780.64 

80,886.01 

741,477.18 

160.481.81 

418.688.48 

160.888.47 

68,186.20 

46,151.45 

88,806.67 

640,176.64 

176,790.67 

864,991.76 

881,800.86 

886.08 

808.81 

154.10 

4,866.97 

85.64 

607.60 

817.88 

885.19 

881.85 

600.00 



_ 

688.60 

48.05 

so.oi 

^  ^^^p^  ^^  ^Mi  ^^  ^f^  _^ 

186.14 

8.481.78 

1,610.40 

481.75 

688.90 

81.06 

8,648.66 

844.07 

545.96 

1,100.00 

3,906.11 

848.66 

84,838.61 

850.11 

87.60 

17,686.78 

1,860.84 

80.00 

5,515.86 

8,060.00 

4,437.17 

40,481.71 

818.01 

ssoISJIto 

86,066.18 

ialoSrS 

"~Sl480705 

18,444.60 

6,516.40 

5,888.68 

116,068.87 

18,888.60 

86.176.18 

88.898.86 

845.14 

60.78 

60.78 

1,887.88 

187.74 

«  MM  M««  «»»<•««»  MM  M 

664.68 

68.80 

888.01 

,_ „___« 

1,067.98 

___    _         ji 

490.00 

—    — — 

8,884.88 

8,857.17 

1,567.65 

46,818.21 

18,681.88 

14,466.68 

15,844.51 

886.06 

880.86 

1,702.80 

8,407.05 

1,878.48 

1,U7.06 

1,160.86 

481.78 

6,766.47 

417.48 

8,756.84 

667.20 

87.48 

60.05 

56.68 

618.48 

85.88 

71.88 

8,688.94 

860.79 

106.65 

8,588.04 

8,806.11 

67,m.70 

1,687.90 

5,668.76 

4,088.68 

1,858.38 

71,718.06 

14,680.00 

18,474.54 

10.471.68 

8,888.11 

1,000.78 

888.77 

18,886.18 

8,668.61 

6.184.85 

4,964.48 

9     880,870.12 

$     196,000.45 

%     112,474.78 

i  8,888,884.88 

$     810,000.71 

6  1,810,865.83 

6  061,988.96 
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THIRTIETH  ANNAUL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  26-OPERATING 


Railroads 


ConductlEig  Transportation 


00 


OD 

5S 


GO 


Ames   &    College   

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,    Anamosa  A  Northern 

Chicago,    Burlington  A  Quincy 

Chicago  Great  Western 

Mason   City  A  Pt.   Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pac... 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul— . 
'Chicago  A  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P..  M.  &  Omaha- 
Chicago ,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific... 

Colfax    Northern    

Crooked  Creek  

Davenport,  R.  I.  A  N.  W 

Des   &ioines,  Iowa  Falls  A  N._... 

Des  Moines  Union  

Des  Moines  Western : 

Dubuque  &  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.).... 
Iowa  Central 

Albia   &   Centerville 

Manchester  A  Oneida 

Minneapolis  A  St.  Liouis 

Muscatine,  Nortli  A  South 

Newton   &   Northwestern 

Tabor  A  Northern , 

•Union  Pacific 

Wabash    

Willmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.)... 


Totals 


% 


16,927.98 

1,868.61 

884,848.48 

801,211.50 

58,158.44 

8,788.90 

861,474.08 

641,969.08 


446,631.67 

1,788.78 

9S1.08 

6,618.34 

4,604.50 

46,778.58 

8,569.98 

808,494.60 

61,184.58 

8,888.14 

900.00 

48,498.55 

4,118.40 

8.700.88 

677.00 

184.041.68 

88,549.78 

18,806.00 


$      8,198,698.18 


886.44 

78.58 

86,965.89 

14,566.04 

7,112.86 

883.18 

61,035.48 

66,985.94 


46,497.08 
86.84 


814.45 

763.56 

6,570.88 

883.89 

»,975.35 

6,509.58 

158.50 

114.77 

5,066.10 

185.73 

866.94 

86.30 

4,881.94 

8,000.89 

1,519.16 


874,819.68 


9 


66,044.84 
89,188.66 
87,965.19 
1,548.60 
89,785.46 
106.897.54 


8,194.47 


8,195.18 


14,984.86 


14.50 
6,816.86 


$      406,460.88 


•Proportional. 
tCredit. 
tlnduding  hire  of  equipment  balance. 
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EXPENSES— IOWA— CONTINUBD. 


Conducting  Transportation 


Car  mileage 
—balance 

1 

Hire  of 
equipment 
—balance 

Loss  and 
damage 

Inlurles  to 
persons 

Clearing 
wrecks 

Operating 
marine 
equipment 

1 
< 

9         6,808.20 
68,226.16 

$"""""  100.48 
114,777.61 

ioIoiirS 

41.46 

^iTssslTO 

1.808.86 

9         6,886.19 

142.93 

118,811.48 

56,848.63 

22,856.56 

1,062.76 

176,850.20 

186,066.68 

68.96 

50.17 

26.86 

8T1.66 

188.40 

9        ^913.66 

60,771.06 

12,066.06 

186.70 

136.088.71 

142,201.28 

406.00 

240T08 

122.80 

608.06 

7.00 

00,581.80 

88,406.21 

1.50 

9        1,866.88 

1.00 

18,008.88 

6,066.42 

^iooli 

20,818.58 
18,666.70 

ii^Tos 

108.10 

8^747 

1,600.88 

18.78 

— 

78.84 
60,818.76 
28,867.86 

U04,447.60 

64.611.16 

66,661.06 

9           479.01 

78,514.18 

2,600.00 



iToo 

101.48 

250,561.40 

Too 
'i^ooolo 

1,780.04 

4~488r24 
6,870.68 

48,826.70 

82,624.00 

178.86 

47.12 

12,048.86 

818.28 

246.88 

225.00 

6,880.22 

17,500.08 

S.801.07 

12,675.41 

i,oei.&7 

33.80 
28.00 

l,9n.06 
6,068.26 

0,827.86 

877.T0 

2,060.87 
66.00 

8,448.76 

100.24 

2,063.72 

662.88 

«•  MM  ^m  mai  ••-■  »—  mfwm  w 

4,008.86 
0,088.68 
8,064.71 

471.74 

6.0O 

2,832.78 

8,748.80 

1,194.08 



68.80 

5.76 

860.60 

6,508.00 
8,021.82 

8,118.27 
148.00 

9     606,016.18 

9       21,001.97 

9     826,424.00 

t     806,750.88 

9       84,686.00 

9            470.01 

9  826,148.86 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  27— OPERATING 


Railroads 


Conducting 
Transp't'tlon 


Ames  &   College   

Atchison,   Topeka  A  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,    Anamosa    &    Northern 

Chicago,   Burlington  A  Qnlncy 

Chicago    Great    Western    

Mason  City  &  Ft.  Dodire  

Wisconsin,    Minnesota  «  Pacific  

Chicago,   Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul 

•Chicago    A    North- Western 

•Chicago,   St.   Paul.   M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago,   Rock   Island  Sc  Pacific 

Colfax   Northern   

Crooked   Creek    

Davenport,    Rock   Island   &  N.    W 

Des  Moines.   Iowa   Falls  A  Northern 

Des   Moines   Union   

Des   Moines   Western : 

Dubuque  &  S.  C.   (Illinois  Central) 

Iowa   Central  

Albia  &  Centerville 

Manchester  Sc   Oneida   

Minneapolis    &    St.    Louis    

MuHcatine,  North  &  South  _ 

Newton  &  Northwestern — 

Tabor  &   Northern   

•Union    Pacific    

Wabash    — 

Willmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (Great  Northern) 


Totals 


■Si 

o 


4,601.81 


112,088.87 
119,7S8.06 
17,U8.7S 
295.00 
156,900.88 
125,882.80 


101,407.54 


54,878.50 
80,290.55 


17,561.08 


2,820.74 

20,486.12 

4,578.21 


866,717.65 


•Proportional. 
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EXPENSES-  IOWA— COKTIKUED. 


Conducting  Transportation 


d 

a 

m 
m 

B 

1 

Stock-yards 
and 
eleyators 

Rents  for 
tracks, 
yards  and 
terminals 

Rents  of 
buildings 
and  other 
property 

Stationery 
and  print- 
ing 

Other 
expenses 

1 

$              96.60 

1,414.07 

16.50 

86,161.84 

15,970.58 

458.44 

108.T7 

54,796.88 

70,798.85 

$            706.89 

67.65 

1.691.83 

44,865.88 

8.498.72 

15.18 

40,744.41 

1.091.61 

$         5,978.84 
158,850.07 

6,787.64 
8,451,162.14 
1.918.944.81 

$        120.06 

8         7,185.80 
768.49 

17.090.98 
18.019.07 

$            845.00 
99.971.07 
41,496.58 
16,480.76 

126^997117 
81,184.98 

$            848.19 
97.01 

8^887147 

16^846794 
4,888.49 

700,847.56 

84,804.48 

6.847,195.68 

5.458.983.87 

864.786.76 

1 

4.14 
864.70 

oloo 

104,069.06 

i~685l66 

81,878.66 

wlmloo 

1,184.00 

JSToo 

7,748.88 

11,551.50 

1.160.00 
1,464.96 

Sriaeloo 

765.68 
60.00 

isrfi 

18.84 
489.00 

85,687.17 

276.27 

206.82 

117.44 

1,878.79 

1,774.58 

17.46 

84,940.71 

18,019.89 

7,478.84 

588.57 

880.87 

91.10 

5,888.28 

5.548.76 

1,476.19 

5,901.78 

113.46 

464.68 

22.67 

891.94 

4,817.44 

6.478.28 

8.80 

150.56 
4,406.78 

488.15 

5,689,604.58 
86,118.48 
11,584.84 
16,588.41 
87,776.36 
154.818.18 
6,175.47 

081.94 

8.281,985.97 
868,589.88 

18,998.08 
9,806.72 

__——_—— 

891.658.79 
81.848.70 
67,060.04 

86.70 

7,647.54 

47.  T7 

18.06 

10.588.88 

120.00 

856,886.68 

1,018.08 

107.440.96 
19.529.18 

594,810.90 
800,251.74 

$     6.089.81 

1       89,868.18 

8     686,848.72 

8       69.447.76*1     887.685.61 

9     117,161.89 

689,075,881.25 

THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


Ames   &   College   

Atchison,  Tr}[)?kn  &  Saata  Fe 

CblcBgo.    A naniosa  ft  Northern... 

Cblcsgo.    BurllDglon  ftQuLocf 

ChlcRgo  Great  Western 

Mason    City    ft    Ft.    Dodge 

Wlncoaaln.    Minaeaota  A  Pac.~ 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul... 

ChLcqgo  Ic  North-western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.   ft  Omaha.. 
Chicago.  Rock   lalaad  ft  Paelrlc... 

Coltax    Northern    _ 

Crooked  Creek   

Darenport,   B.I.   ft  M.  W. 

Dea    >l nines,  Iowa   PaUiftN 

Dea  Moint      -    ■ 


.  Nortb  ft  SoDtb.^ 


TABLE  No.  30-OPERATIHO 


'Wlllmar  ft  Slou 


(    U,lS«,HG.23l|     S.5t8,(H>.(»:f  S.ltT,18B.9D 
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EXPENSES-ENTIRE  LINE. 


Maintenance  of  Way  and  Structures 

Repairs  and 
renewals  of 
bridges  and 
culverts 

Repairs  and  re- 
newals of 
fences,  road 
crossings, 
signs  and  cat- 
tle guards 

S2S8 

Ill 

s 

od 

GO 

1 

a 
I 

i 

$            135.00 

$            676.00 

18,834,787.84 

8,806.85 

18,858,646.56 

846,788.11 

169,817.41 

187,780.60 

6,777,685.60 

6,831,610.66 

1.756.875.56 

1,808,283.77 

9      197,9?J.75 

$  1,461,300.49 

%    89,480.83 

i  ].^,7i^.94 

f     6,688.14 

8,681.61 

847.11 

866.37 

8,307.79 

11,781.27 

1,360.30 

14,158.51 

$     1.801.50 

1,815.70 

8,858.70 

946,667.97 

8,061.86 

8,000.852.40 
48,383.41 
12,456.15 

880,851.08 

23.746.01 

5,666.06 

3,968.04 

178,099.74 

217,919.75 

44,253.98 

800,915.80 

49.88 

.80 

818.60 

617.15 

844.41 

1,908,783.05 

52.394.67 

9,353.92 

3,819.34 

787,562.89 

703,480.50 

117,343.76 

747,688.02 

44.28 

63.75 

956.04 

606.02 

7,464.54 

04.88 

80,081.74 

88.488.28 

827.85 

685.64 

88,008.48 

686.61 

735.98 

979.48 

667,141.16 

896,866.89 

88,786.44 

839.64 

274,916.98 

5,578.26 

1.199.68 

909.51 

61,065.18 

40,908.86 

15,468.50 

121,186.69 

16,538.56 
719,048.94 
798,098.61 
289,043.82 

24^57316 

397,837.64 

2,986.54 

6,974.98 

1,043.490.38 
125.27 

1,300.50 

7,836,666.50 
7,069.01 

858.40 

-_--_ 
-._- 



6,358.40 

5,555.45 

8,380.64 

66.00 

-__- — — -- 

75.14 
14.96 

84,225.81 
81,145.51 
84,718.86 

2,867.19 

144,608.48 
48,876.10 

28,001.20 

17.600.45 

458.63 

22.97 

15,901.56 

758.16 

176.22 

170.76 

76,571.66 
9.469.41 



4,042.10 

2,536.85 

.96 

2,506.08 
861.44 

988.06 

684,568.68 
304,895.86 

8,913.66 

14,375.06 

48.66 

3,879.00 

88,866.04 

6.480.58 

8,861.81 

848.96 

881,384.17 

Ia^'.9B 

2,475.83 

40.25 

44,061.48 

31,846.38 

1,880.16 

669.18 

"""iileSrii 

1,604.95 
708.18 

184.80 
877.81 

12768 

439,744.50 

18,006.87 

48,784.86 

5,386.10 

6,197,817.68 

808,756.86 
48,010.78 

T7.0O 

8,747,667.46 
856,966.46 

$  7,068,615.80 

9  1.896,568.15 

$  6,948,787.97 

$  474.610.77 

$  730,792.78 

$    66,450.87 

$  965,601.56 

$68,468,988.96 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  BEPOST  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  31— OPERATING  EXPENSES 


Railroads 


If  alntenanoe  of  Equipment 


Ames   &   College 

Atchison.  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe.. 

Chicago ,   Anamosa  &  Northern.. 

Chicago,    Burlington  &  Qaincy.. 

Chicago  Great  Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft.   Dodge 

Wisconsin.    Minnesota  &Pac. 

Chicago*  Milwanlcee  k,  St.  PanL. 

Chicago  k.  North -Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha. 


Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax    Northern    

Crooked  Creek 

Darenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des  Moines  Western 

Dnbaqne  &  S.  C.   (111.  Cent.). 

Iowa  Central 

Albia   &  CenterylUe 

Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  ft  St.  Louis 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft  Northwestern 

Tabor  ft  Northern 

Union   Pacific 

Wabash   

Willmar  ft  Sioux  Falls  (O.  N.)... 

Totals    


L 


491,090.S7i 

12.G28.93 
8,793.99 
1,815.82 
106.8«.92 
178.994.43' 
90,975.72* 
858.645.6i; 
968.00 


1,090.00' 
1,190.42 


487.001-. 
8,8n  ,057.95$ 

95.72 

5,108,000.32 

556.S82.S5 

78.496.60 

19.453.28 

8.500,947.29 

8,394.785.60 

689,811.87 

8,914,877.97 

460.86 

856.50 

1,712.70.. 

6,898.25 

3,994.80 

L. 


811,616.46 

31.60^ 

1,854,908.16 

83.052.90 

19.613.04 

4.785.86 

832.390.39 

622,669.46 

119.833.74 

703.674.56 

806.51 

1,486.84 

8,819.06 


18.050.35 
6,528.85 


7,002.56 

"i^iTsriil 


167.348.60 

108,265.25 

6,088.13 


849,180.06. 

175,618.88 

1,380.98 

1,806.88, 

148,195.90 

8,438.85 

13,843.78 

65. 45- 

1,843,937.88! 

1,580,846.371 

68,099.87| 


75,674.18 

19,000.58 

153.60 

56.66 

68,996.81 


1,146.08 

78.71 

449,808.61 

875,654.86 

4,747.88 


$     1,768,147.80:$    88,151,905.65$  6,437,780.01 
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—ENTIRE  LINE— Continued. 


Maintenance  of  Equipment 


Repairs  and 
renewals 
of  freight 
cars 

Repairs  and 
renewals 
of  work 
cars 

Repairs  and 
renewals 
of  marine 
equipment 

Repairs  and 
renewals 
ot  shop 
machinery 
and  tools 

Stationery 
and  print- 
ing 

Other  ex- 
penses 

Total 

• 

9            68.70 
8,674,168.46 

i  110.116.88 

f      i0,87S.69 

860,068.01 

87,006.96 

6,406.45 

1,967.81 

884,980.10 

810,708.18 

46,878.06 

SU,781.81 

48.40 

194.88 

4,006.00 

85.61 

86.408.64 

10.069.86 

isrs 

9.870.90 

f   "£1848715 

i     ^475,806744 

$            666.70 

9,759,568.70 

127.29 

7.465.706.86 

604.844.84 
76.007.67 
18,644.48 

86,969.60 

9,864.50 

686.48 

868.88 

16,818.77 

18,406.84 

1,885.86 

97,871.88 

120.111.84 

92,584.88 

5,514.91 

1,698.85 

938,121.28 

390.738.18 

78,428.16 

96,879.86 

16,007,673.15 
1.286.969.65 
188.580.06 
48,497.71 
8,569,757.06 
8,678,578.46 
1.608.207.96 

4,506,888.78 

4.830.106.07 

657.886.06 

78,867.60 

86,878.28 

88,014.09 

118,878.00 

iTisrs 

8.178.886.80 
884.64 

8,778.90 

6,503,210.22 
2,003.81 

8,981.44 

srs 

— — 

6788 

S7i7 

87116798 
670.61 

io47S 

048.68 
1,567.56 

148.79 

29,803.68 

4,866.78 

17oa72e 

6,294.70 

2,288.98 

3,554.69 

14,422.87 

8,468.16 

600.50 

408.748.88 

188.791.01 

1,088.99 

9189748 
8,686.85 



16,494.45 

759.89 

807,8iO.46 

849,189.87 

9,568.61 

2.496.98 

887,884.00 
84.68 

18,418.68 

456.692.32 
2,728.96 

6.874.08 

104.88 

"*"96,liTi6 

81.288.66 

8,887.11 

..■■Mill 

860.97 

80.68 

984,864.81 

198.188.81 

419.66 

128.80 

^i777iw787 

7,864.88 

668.97 

1,481.66 

88,998.42 

168.69 

9,178,861.68 

1.558,200.6) 

60,638.07 

364.745.24 

189,687.48 

806.99 

5.840,882.74 

8,915.961.89 

144,178.81 

188,540,178.06 

f  908,488.88 

1       45,516.86 

$  1,766,886.60 

D     168,810.88 

$  8,094,848.66 

169,888.856.00 

THIBTIBTH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  32-OFERATlNa  EXPENSES— 


co-due 

ting  Tr» 

or 

atloD 

HiUlrDads 

% 

i 
If 

Ames   &   Collwe 

J 

J               -  »-  Bt 

•        TS5.0a8.« 

i;«4;MT:o6 

w.iM.sa 

B.91B.33 

4:w5.s 

eoslTXsiii 

W8.S1T.0 

i.Tta'.x 

133.31 

43.m.7\ 

l.SSl 

uc 

DK 

4as 

X3S 

7. 

039 
811 

B0( 

oac 

Bl( 

It; 

sw 
000 

31 
0« 

K 

9> 

» 

e.wfl 

1,078 

M 
S,3i» 
8,218 

use 
s,ai 

! 

'""SM 
301 

S.11S 

"we 

M 

an 

Chicago,     Borllngtou  &  Qalacj 

It 

Crooked   Creek „                     „       _ 

Davenport,   B.  1.   &   N.  W 

38 

Dnbnqoe  A  8.  C.  (Ill  Cent.) 

ts 

l.BOO.O 

Mlnnenpolla  &  St.  Lonli 

Newton   &  Northweatern 

B3 

x'.sm'.s 

WlIlmarASlOUX  FaUi  (G.  M.) 

78 

Totals   „ — 

f      4.833,*(W.31 

1    «,774.m.ll 

(3g.4gis.»«.Hi 
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ENTIRE  LINE— COKTIKUSD. 


Conducting  Transportation 


«5-o 


s  s 

o**  o 

2«  O 

§ 


o 


s 

9 

m 

a 


ti 

III 


IS 


«     450, 


W, 

10. 

8. 

216, 

302, 

a. 

287, 


8, 
17, 


1. 

SL4, 

U7, 

7. 


968.90 
100.88 
486.18 
200.58 
e06.4O 
148.76 
278.16 
466.M 
460.58 
680.64 
886.00 
286.19 
687.88 
481.75 
905.U 
848.66 
966.88 
889.87 
846.14 

68.80 
846.46 
886.08 
117.96 

87.48 
711.64 
687.58 
941.90 


f  8,145,606.48 


86.00 

190,068.99 

187.18 

107,768.86 

88,844.06 

6,279.88 

1,686.86 

187,967.81 

176,760.78 

86,496.60 

166.886.68 

806.21 

881.86 

101.80 

5S8.90 

860.11 

87.60 

18.058.06 

8,758.80 

50.78 

228.01 

8,088.48 

280.86 

1.160.86 

50.96 

89,776.60 

75,600.86 

4,208.86 


$  1,078.496.84 


-. $ 

$  128,580.48 

20.64' 

141,066.56 

10,061.81 

1,669.97 

801.97 

69.606.18 

97,006.88 

16,268.75 

U9,766.96 

164.10 


94.46 

81.06 
1,258.84 

20.00 
5,605.88 
7,816.50 

60.78 


4,893.66 

56.68 

81,968.76 

29,164.36 

8,880.81 


$661,781.88 


1,412.45$ 

8.987,776.66 

1.285.80 

8.740.281.75 

458,886.68 

98,286.57 

87,841.68 

8,778,068.76 

8,648,886.60 

600,951.20 

8,899,479.88 

4,866.07 

600.00-. 


8,648.66 
8,060.00 


869.061.04 

166.876.64 

1.237.88 

1,067.92 

141,878.74 

1,708.80 

6,755.47 

612.48 

1.890.237.04 

1.863.285.64 

75,809.44 


118,990.666.71 


18.00 

807,864.81 

9.04 

848,684.68 

104.164.46 

14,688.00 

4,837.80 

584,860.28 

780,286.60 

146,176.66 

788,878.86 

26.64 


204.86 

844.07 

4,487.17 


90,006.64 
28,806.16 

187.74 


87.711.87 


417.48 

86.88 

408,821.84 

406.696.68 

11.858.74 


f  6.016.198.58 


$  1,280.890.46 

287,814.81 

85,589.40 

8.288.80 

1,884,888.06 

1,979,601.51 

886.568.98 

1.866.489.48 

607.50 


6,866.68 

616.98 

40,401.71 


128.780.86 
40,847.78 


480.00 

71.288.58 

8.407.05 

8,766.84 

'esoIsnTio 

806.501.88 
28.128.70 


$10,841,444.66 


$  1,064,706.77 

1,060,701.07 

156.504.01 

87,718.76 

11,666.49 

480.619.78 

818.064.06 

813,886.68 

788,228.88 

217.88 


8,650.68 

1,190.00 

818.01 


07,814.19 

88,200.86 

684.68 


40,860.60 

1,878.48 

507.20 

71.88 

680,677.10 

868,980.81 

87,848.89 


$  6,509,414.48 
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THIRTDETH  ANNAUL  REPOBT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  3S-0PERATIN6   EXPENSES 


Railroads 


Conducting  Transportation 


■ 

t 

s 

a 
o 


I 

d 

Pa 

CD 


Amea  &   College   .~^. . 

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  &  Northern ^...-.^ 

Chicago,    Burlington  &  Qulncy 

Chicago  Oreat  western 

Mason  City  &  Ft.   Dodge 

Wisconsin.    Minnesota  &  Pac 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago.  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax    Northern   

Crooked  Creek  

Darenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W 

I>e4  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des  Moines  Western 

Dubuque  &  8.  C.   (Ill,   Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albla  &   Centervllle 

Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis 

Muscatine,  North  &  South 

Newton  Sc  Northwestern 

Tabor  &  Northern 

Union  Pacific 

Wabash   

Wlllmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (O.  N.) 

Totals   


2,496,212.86  9 

1,868.61 

8,002,788.10 

431,784.84 

68,575.06 

88,990.84 

8,092,158.90 

8,078,568.96 

680,467.84 

1.955.105.69 

1,782.78 

981.02 

12,898.50 

4.604.50 

46,778.58 

8.669.96 

216,617.91 

88,592.81 

2,836.14 

900.00 

188.142.88 

4,112.40 

8,700.88 

677.00 

995.080.96 

1,588.788.88 

71,968.58 


168,746.41 

817,204!4fi;f     801,»I2.48 
81.297.60 
7.774.77 


2,809.40 
219,079.24 
816,531.86 

56,809.00 

182,296.56 

86.24 


9    17,900,825.28 


721.61 

768.56 

6,570.88 

288.89 

28.649.48 

8,487.57 

158.52 

114.77 

18,061.11 

185.73 

866.94 

26.80 

75,906.54 

86.072.66 

7,714.14 


f     1,617,258.68  f  1,780,805.07 


47,585.77 
10,479.81 
822,05B.M 
606,842.16 

""S^ll 


2,125.U 


28,588.96 


4.289.14 


27.620.67 


•Credit. 

tlndudlng  "hire  of  equipment  balance." 
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—ENTIRE  LINE— Continued. 


Conducting  Transportation 


Car  mileage 
balance 

Hire  of 
equipment 
—balance 

Loss  and 
damage 

Inlurles  to 
persons 

Clearing 
wrecks 

Operating 
marine 
equipment 

s 

1 

< 

f  1,0^.116.76 

"ioi4i 

•48,270.87 

""jSIsSrio 

480.66 

8     858,546.70 

142.03 

804,081.58 

143,044.81 

84,640.52 

10,708.18 

684,782.06 

646,440.51 

118,264.68 

878,807.68 

58.06 

60.17 

100.80 

871.65 

188.40 

441468147 

61,864.01 

178.85 

47.12 

40,206.48 

313.28 

246.88 

225.00 

282,830.50 

407,825.00 

17,256.68 

$'""416587780 

147,717.60 

18,006.80 

1,085.47 

488,114.54 

680,507.80 

138,110.44 

674,838.58 

406.00 

8177© 

128.30 

602.08 

7.00 

62,162.54 

55,013.17 

1.50 

f     154,768.40 

1.00 

142,601.52 

14,508.72 

1,043.88 

72,030.86 

80,280.10 

14,708.11 

181,202.44 

102.10 

f      06.866166 

i    ssoriali 

78.84 

860,368.68 

51,197.18 

t874.001.08 

281.013.71 

2,208.61 

liliiiTis 

851,860.11 
17,827.96 

848.756.86 

il»r79 
1,806.86 

s^rio 

827,887.28 

8,608.00 

187.U 

14.01 
101.42 

ios'snloo 

TS 

3^286118 

8,063.55 

18.78 



8,617.06 

4,818.14 



38.80 
88.00 

5~868J» 

8,440.70 

100.24 

1,816,040.06 

478,688.31 

87,881.76 

166,838.30 

4.068.17 

6,586.76 
66.00 

1,060.80 
1,780.04 

140,031.00 
86,415.18 

568.88 

810,083.71 
28,166.73 

471.74 

6.00 

85,867.40 

56,514.84 

4,556.79 

aojisolii 

• 

63.20 

5.76 

246,886.31 

50,880.70 

680.50 

f  4,076,606.80 

$  146,015.70 

f  5,060.517.71 

$  8,868,535.86 

$     7r»,660.10 

$     106,648.66 

f  1,880,606.81 

THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 

iiiisHiiiiHianpsiiinr 


I 


If 


BOARD  OF  RAILBOAD  COMMISSIONERS 


»nni  J8d 

8 
1 

1 

i  II 

s 
^ 

^ 

pBOJiownn 

E 

IS  tit 

^ 

^  M 

1 

1 

„„.v 

8 

' 

'1 

1 

a 
s 

1  = 

1   3 

1 

oijoi  ja  J 

iiSI 

mum 

si 

ii 

e 

2 

paojjo  B31in 

:  IS     :& 

li'  Is 

i 

1 

in  no  ray 

1  iesss^ss  Ml! 

i  !l    is 

ii"  la 

i 

* 
1 

?: 

atmiod 

•  i-  i  i  is^s  i  i  I  i  i  i 

i 

1 

i 

pmiJjosBijK 

;=:: 

:  i 

i 

i 

,™«, 

1  A 

:  leas 

1  iiii 

ill 

1 

nil 

i 

i 

airm  j»d 

s  '.ss  : 

Si 

m\ 

la  ■■ 

!  i^  1 

lis  " 
1  5 

\f 
|8| 

r 

1 

p«oj«.g9nK 

1  m 

II 

i  § 

i 

i  j 

■™v 

J 

■a 

!i 

i 

si 

i  1  i 

1 

5 

1 
1 

h 

it 

i 

■ 

s 

s 

1 

1 

•! 

"1 

i'r 

ll 

1! 

i 
1 

1 

^  M  i  i  1 

1=1 

iff 

i  1 
^11= 

IK 

*l 

ll 

IS 

i 

j 

as 
S 

s 

i 

•a 

1 

s 

80 


THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.   38- 


Railroads 


Nebraska 


a 

0 

o 

3 


o 

m 


a 

04 


Iowa 


Ames  &  College 

Atchison,  Topeka  *  Santa  Fe 

Chicago.  Anamosa  it  Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  it  Qnlncy 

Chicago   Great  Western 

Mason  City  *  Ft.  Dodge 

Wisconsin.  Minnesota  &  Paclflc. 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  *  St.  Paul 

Chicago  *  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P..  M.  &    Omaha — 

Chicago,  Bock  Island  A  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek  

Dayenport,  B.  I.  &  N.  W. 

Dee  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des    Moines   Western 

Dubuque  *  S.  C.   (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central 

Albia  *  Centerville 

Manchester  it  Oneida 

Minneapolis  it  St.    Louis 

Muscatine,  North  &  South 

Newton  &  Northwestern 

Tabor  &  Northern 

Union  Pacific 

Wabash    

WlUmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (Q.  N.) — 

Totals 


$  l.ail,188.67 

'"'TiojSTS 

865,848.99 
84,946.95 
66,099.06 


074,751.89 


I  9,480,699.93 


8,714.18     483.10 

"""TSilSorw 


1,101.96  981.87 
288.49  980.79 
946.85     969.88 


068.48     686.09 


5,468.19$  444.75 


3 


o 
u 

o 

s 


• 
u 


855, 
110, 

60, 

9, 

807, 

460. 

80, 
448, 

1. 

9, 
10, 

6, 
95, 

1. 

154, 

67, 

9, 

48, 

9, 

10, 

88, 
44, 
15. 


406.48 
819.05 
868.88 
548.49 
447.'68 
140.81 
505.98 
729.13 
,048.84 
841.18 
006.81 
897.78 
087.78 
088.96 
444.00 
896.06 
780.60 
999.49 
600.00 
700.00 
1.68 
100.00 
684.95 
448.86 
864.28 
447.64 
551.48 
789.81 


I  8,894,777.61 


1.96 

19.86 

19.60 

1,865.65 

8B9.99 

858.86 

88.60 

1,871.18 

1,577.60 

108.04 

8,001.51 

6.00 

17.51 

84.51 

70.44 

4.00 

4.68 

714.94 

464.07 

94.40 

8.75 

849.88 

28.67 

108.50 

8.79 

2.46 

908.90 

79.86 


9,875.08 


905.97 
715.61 

48.89 
960.86 
976.19 
170.90 
U1.87 
919.66 
886.27 
896.87 
819.19 
888.95 
115.15 
890.47 

90.06 
6,474.08 
885.89 
816.70 
148.60 
U8.ll 
101.66 
187.48 

98.68 
101.04 

96.06 

18,596.60 

218.27 

196.68 


I  289. 
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TAXES— CoxTiHnED. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  39— CURRENT 


Railroads 


Ames  &  College  

Atchison,  Topeka  A  Santa  Fe 

Cbicago,  Anamosa  &  Northern 

Chicago,   Burlington  &,  Qnlncy 

Chicago  Great  Western  

Mason  City  &  Ft.   Dodge 

Wisconsin,   Minnesota  &  Pacific 

Chicago,   Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul  

Chicago   &    North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  Paul,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago.   RoclK  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern  

Croolced  Creelc  

Davenport,  Rock  Island  Sc  N.  W j 

Des    Moines,    Iowa   Falls  &   Northern 

Des    Moines   Union    

Des   Moines  Western  

Dubuque  &  Sioux  City  (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  _- 

Albia  &  Centervllle  

Manchester   &   Oneida   

Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  

Muscatine,   North  A  South 

Newton  &  Northwestern  — 

Tabor   Sc   Northern   

Union   Pacific  ^ 

Wabash    

Wlllmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (Gr.  N.) 

Totals   


11,810.99'.-.. 

4,649,809.879 

119.e7 

6,319,091. 8S 

288,689.14 


66,648.19 

18,786,944.91 

27,380,987.59 

436,485.88 

9,895.557.80 


1.866.69 

5.146.80 

88,069.45 

6,784.06 


483,858.49 

8,114.65 

4,433.41 

689,017.89 

12,469.86 

1,479.66 

388.87 

6,784,761.41 

8,411,843.85 

49,044.80 


9   77.966,680.90 


I 


787,088.06 


808,887.36 
'166^2^743 


75,404.69 


905.00 

"iyiario 


8,560,000.00 
168,763.13 


$     6,874,180.88 
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ASSETS  AND  LIABILITIES. 


Cash  and  Current  Assets  Available  for  Payment  of  Current  Liabilities 


Due  from 
agents 

Nettrafflc 
freight 
balance 
due  from 
other 
companies 

Due  from 
solvent 
companies 
and 
Individuals 

Other  caah 
assets  ex- 
cluding 
materials 
and  sup- 
plies 

Balance 
current 
liabilities 

'3 

1        151,744.68 

207.76 

024,746.60 

^            1,043.81 
7,661.8(JB.42 

1          12.864.80 

S         684.806.10 

18.886.480.00 

243.20 

660.08 

8.456.18 
876,008.27 

4,611,707.02 

1.565.206.18 

64.568.96 

ffToIoMlra 

1           80,040.02 

1         766,810.76 

12,716,606.58 

2,930,880.85 

54,568.08 

175,483.80 
06.771.21 

SoIS 

61.64 
80,110.77 

847,344.00 

iloeslooole 

6,082,786.68 

17,520.06 

10,176.10 

861,755.21 

194,964.00 

"Sirs 

1,286,402.56 
0.106.86 
1.600.76 

413,002.88 

1,600.767.60 
2.968.880.81 

713,605.15 
502.684.06 

22,827,096.60 
81,160.782.70 

418,802.17 
2.240.578.06 

6.287,786.58 

1.042.70 

1.568.80 

2,476.81 

11,460.22 

62,806.87 

8,668.53 

5.697.85 

286,118.06 

614.62 

848.08 

1.242,068.78 

1,507.14 

10,402.66 

604.72 

6,177,280.06 

1,566,460.82 

86,017.81 

8,004,064.97 
24.581.041.80 

2,2U.26 

1.117.50 

588.80 

8.481.67 

^~~ 

22,185.06 

18,634.06 

896,806.87 

280.042.18 

248.88 

46.670.68 

21.60 

175.887.41 

— ~— ~— — — 

.     16.442.50 
6,276.40 

48,248.27 
781.88 

isoloislii 

iloSIwirw 

686.47 
641.678.46 

1.976,602.92 

12,560.00 

6,482.16 

6.118.317.86 

740.07 
16,566.87 

756.07 
848.887.66 
018,804.70 

4.884.80 

42.448,082.48 
68,476.60 

5.604.47 

400.141.56 

87.888.10 

876.445.27 

24,706.24 

487,500.16 

40,356.78 

68,060.140.06 

11,104,220.00 

1,010,606.78 

$     0.788,246.06 

1     6,662,777.80 

1   88,186,125.50 

1   48,890,666.88 

1   10.246.480.62 

IISI. 974,066.62 

THIBTIETH  ANNUAL  R£POBT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  4a-CnRBENT  ASSETS 


HUUokdi 

!!. 

lis? 
ills 

P 

111! 

(.BM.wiK 

AtehtaoQ.  Topelw  ft  Santa  Fe.„. 
CblCBgo,  Anamoaa  *  NoctHerD 

Chlcttjo   Qr«it   Western 

MaaoD  City  A  Ft.  Dodge. 

I.Mi.MO.M 

- — j__. 

•     {.OOO.OW.IX 

«,»l.«St.» 

-  3».»»:£ 



Cbloigo  &  Nortli-WOBtBrn . 

Cblcaco.  St.  P.,  M.  A  OmabR... 

B,<»fl,«».ao|   8,6eB.mo 
M.Tae.sa      its.sm 

71 

»u.s«a.^ 

is,8a.7B 

3BB.im.iiii 

1M,I»D.0D 

TM.ll 
IBJllis 

(s.sw.s 

Davenport,   K.  I.  &   N.  W _. 

Dee  Moines,  lown  FaJl«  t  N.._. 

S.ISII.OD 

asi.n 

w 

Dubnqae  A  S.  C.    (111.  Ceiil.)_^, 

i.sM.sao.oo 
wo'.aao'.a 

l.UDO.OO 
K.SBS.a 

se.aw.iyn.B 

108  MM 

Alhla   t   Centenllle 

ulsa?:^:       Ulan 

t.Bfflllfi 

MoseatiDe,  North  ft  Soatb 

Newton  A   NortliwGKern 

aJTW^ai 

i.sftvw.MI   i.ms.OTi 
s.iM.MO.fls;      fli6,sai 

BZ4,0O7.!0'         S4,2W 

1( 

Wabash    

WUlmar  *  Slooi  Falla  (G.  N.).. 

IH.LU.n 

S   .«,S1l.BH.»l 
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AND  LIABILITIES— CONTiiiruBD. 


Current  Liabilities  to  and  Including  June  80,  1807 


DiYidends 
not  called 
lor 

Matured 
interest 
coupons 
unpaid 

Rents  due 

July  i. 
1907 

Miscella- 
neous 

Balance 
cash  assets 

1 

Materials 
and  sup- 
plies on 
hand 

« 

$      18,188.48 

1,666,608.84 

47.84 

791,888.60 

15,788.08 
81,888,898.49 

181,078.68 
14,097.80 

$          18,864.80 

$  8,877,887.75 

i     806,066.84 

$      10.00 

$    ^iffi^iiirsi 

18,886,480.00  $  8,758,744.89 
660.68,. 

8,460.00 

8,848,068.50 
8,065.00 

U,716,606.58'    6,018,844.17 
8,980,880.85     1,185,858.10 

54,668.98 

81,080.00 

8,878.85 

1,046,886.00 

7,007.07 

8,788,9^.00 

988,688.58 

85,495.75 

8,885,410.00 

"s^oooToo 

10,684.07 
16,784.00 

"i^oS^'oo 

564,881.84 

775,000.00 

815.85 

90.00 

4,119.95 

418,908.88 

88,887,685.60 

81,169,788.70 

8,004,064.97 

84,581,041.80 

88,185.95 

18,684.95 

895,806.87 

880.048.18 

175,837.41 

15,448.60 

6,975.40 

1,976«608.98 

18,589.00 

6,488.15 

6,118,817.85 

84,705.84 

487.500.15 

40,856.73 

58,960,149.06 

11.194,880.00 

1,010,506.78 

5,980,989.11 
4,615,687.68 
1,088,580.19 
4,888,048.48 

— 

15,884.84 
914.06 

81,899.n 

' 

888.07 

8,746.80 

8,817.50 
8,145.00 

789.00 



•184,490.06 
f415,964.Sl 

'11668468184 

9f]i,606.70 

87,768.75 

— 

585,135.97 

— —_— — — 

178,084.18 



8,461.10 



6,804.54 

11,791,861.50 
68,910.00 

8,044,700.00 

949,959.50 

8,150.00 

1,788.818.60 
4,888,074.18 

18,906,006.14 

7,400,878.49 

1,885,601.04 

60,406.91 

$15.890,0M.87 

$11*150,199.96 

130,858.07 

$18,118,087.68 

165,188,906.681 191,674,056.68 

$41,806,978.81 

THIBTIETH  ANNUAL  REPOBT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.   40-HILEAGE 


111 


MUSB  Ope raied— Single  Track 


alii 


IBS 

Atelilson,   Topelia  A  Bnnta  Fe 

'IS 

600 

3UU 
10,111 

bIux 

9 

01 

s.sn 

711 

s» 

( 

TO 

4 

>,BOT.OI 

1».W 

'      Mli 

67.10 

t,341.73 

ist.w 

i,7M.ai 

i.sst.a 

21 

ID 
IS 

SI 

.:» 

S 

ME 

.26 

5.40 
.9S 

ISS.Ol 

s 

«.ia 

""'^"^ 

'« 

l.OW.W 

'~'J86?«I 

i».te 

Wotinali    

WlUnmr  &  Slout  Falli  (G.  N.) 

A.ao 

TotBia    

B7.Hr.S5 

1..B7.5* 

«,w...| 

a.see.ts 

7».« 

'■'"»■*' 

•Including  branebM  and  ipara. 
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-ENTIRE   LINE. 


MllM  OpenMd-aincl«  Tnutk 

%. 

ii  III.  1 

s-ssais? 

is 
f 

3 

1 

i 
1 

1 
1 

a 

8 
li 

s 

a 
1 

e 

11 



-— s:^ 

«.8a 

8.6S11 

'  u 

Tt 

7SC 
GS 

»( 
K 

IM 

s 

s.om 

B.Ofl 

W"""      as.06 
S3               85.13 
13.                S.IS 

h!               38!« 

fli 

71i              S.IS 
M<              4.01 

8.Bn 

711 

« 

S 

ft 

w 

ID) 

s 

1.M5 

1 

1 

»,S»7.0T.           B.S8 

i.(« 

8.«8.« 

s.im:o7 

7S5.ir 

978.1! 

11.81 

l.W 
8.WS.80 

ioe.»7 

7,887. « 
U.18 

1».S7 

B,S«.18 





S| 

•    KM 

<e!ae 

oc 

m.wi   7.m.»i 

4.5U.T3          ».«S,    r,8»t.«5 

is.ae'  i.Mi.n 

i,T8*.si t.ssa.M 

T.OW.OB 

IfiS 

i; 

88 

7w.es 

ST. 00 

a 

iw.n: 

■i:! 

en  .11 
m.tt 

in.91 

n 

1.B8 

871.61  ■ 

"i^owls S?« 

81.80: 

... 

»ra.3Si 

«S1.« 

ir.so 

31.03 

8.0».tS 

8M 

SM.IS 

S7».18 

<ni.n 

«7.T».»5 

1.087.88 

Ki.iM.a 

"■"'■-1  "■" 

«.ns.4T 

m.» 

«,«M.T> 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPOBT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  42— 


Railroads 


Mileage  Owned  in  Iowa 


M 

t 

mm 

00 


t 

O 


3 
I 

a 
o 

aob 


Ames  ft  College 

Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,  Anamosa  ft  Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Qnlncy 

Chicago   Great  Western 

Mason  City  ft   Ft.  Dodge 

Wisconsin.  Minnesota  ft  Pacific 
Chicago.  Milwaulcee  ft  St.  Paul. 
Chicago  ft  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  ft  Omahs 

Chicago.  Rock  Island  ft  Paclfic- 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek 

Davenport,  R.  I.  ft  N.  W. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  ft  N. 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des    Moines   Western 

Dubnque  ft  S.  C.   (III.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albla  ft   CentervlUe 

Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  ft   St.    Lonls 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft   Northwestern 

Tabor   ft   Northern 

Union  Pacific  

WW  hmwti  ___ 

Willmar  ft  "sioux  Fails"  (G""n  . )! 
Totals    


1.96 

19.85 

19.60 

1.865,66 

899.99 

860.80 

28.50 

1,870.18 

1,674.58 

74.64 

1.860.20 

6.00 

17.61 

84.61 

70.44 

4.00! 

4.68 

714.04 

418.07 

84.40 

8.00 

212.86 

28.67i 

102.60 

8.79 

8.40 

100.80 

78.70 


9,887.04 


11.10 

244.53 

10.84 

1 

88.29          11.29 
845.92  

S7S 

•——•..-_- 

1.06 



2.00 

-___..__ 

3375 

»  wv  w^  v«a    .        s 

-——-—- 

-— — — 

1 

ires  miiiiizi 



d 
o 

u 


I 


781.89 


U.J 


.07 

8.06 

84.80 

56.16 

.00 

20.20 

807.86 

1,917.44 

125.85 

535.68 

87.48 

438.88 

8.06 

26.58 

410.00 

2,880.80 

481.78 

2,402.18 

88.10 

107.64 

486.67 

8,888.64 

1.00 

7.00 

8.40 

n.io 

14.80 

49.96 

6.46 

75.89 

12.00 

18.00 

1.00 

6.68 

190.55 

900.84 

98.11 

606.18 

2.97 

27.87 

.75 

8.75 

80.67 

248.98 

2.95 

81.02 

9.58 

118.06 

1.00 

9.70 

44.87 

48.96 

18.50 

181.80 

18.46 

90.16 

9,888.88 

19,479.66 

97.19 


56.06 

26.10 

6.48 


.19 


18.80 


1.00 
1.68 

"isTio 

177.88 


'Including  branches  and  spurs. 
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MILEAOE-IOWA. 


HUuiaOparated 

-BlnsM  Track 

■iVcSsrss'of 

1 

1 

1 

i 

ll 

i 

1- 

1 

1 

s 

1 

1 

■a 
a 

1 

1 

, 

It 

» 
■a 

56 

» 

w 
sa 

M 

* 
* 

9 
S 

a 

iB.se 

1^ 

sjo.si 

..<«.K 

— 

i.STO.ia 

18.00 

!!-^ 

a.m& 

l,10«.ffl 

T.W 

lift 

■S:S 

>6 





misi 

4so;« 

H.40 

S.OD 

8u.ee 

m.tn 

108.80 
8.71 

T8.TI 

5T.flO 



187.81 

Tl.« 

1S7.« 

f.M 

78  .TO 



M.W 

S.TM.ta 

3.0T4.ei 

M.IO 

11.10 

■»" 

9,BIT.H 
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THIBTIETH  ANNUAL  BEPOBT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.    43^EMPLOYES 


RaHroAds 


Qeneral  Offlc«n 


u 

a 


II 

§oZ3 


►■an 


Other  Offlcen 


u 

a 

2 


as 

V  01  9 


Am68  &  College 

AtchlBODp  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,  Anamosa  &  Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Qnincy 

Chicago    Great   Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft.  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  ft  Paciflc. 
'Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  PaaL. 
Chicago  ft  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  ft  Omaha 

Chicago,  Bock  Island  ft  Paciflc 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek  

Davenport,  B.  I.  ft  N.  W. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  ft  N. 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des    Moines   Western 

Dnbuque  ft  S.  C.   (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albia   ft   Centeryllle . 

Mnncboster  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  ft   St.    Louis 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft   Northwestern 

Tabor   ft  Northern 

Union   Paciflc  

T^abash 

Willmar  ft ' Soux  "Fails' (G'."N7)r'-- 


1 
U 


12 


Totals 


S4 
1 

3 
1 
5 
1 

18 
8 


128 


1,600.00  $  4.10 
88,842.03     8.48 


05,461.06 


22.85 


1100,080.531 

600.00' 

1,703.82 

2.781.04 

2,276.00 

4.6SO.0O 

504.96 

86,218.86 

82.200.04 


200.00 

18,305.26 

7,800.00 

7,488.28 

2,800.00 


6,728.75 


$     855.713.68 


7.96 
1.64 
1.17 
5.00 
7.27 
6.41 
2.76 
8.26 
88.62 


.27 

38.00 

7.12 

4.75 

4.47 


18.42 


$0.24 


14 
4 


21 
1 


16 


1 

88 
1 
8 


95 


$        1,200.00 
2,700.00 


60,987.33 
18.050.00 


60,607.56 
1,800.00 


1.060.00 


81,570.00 


l,20O.0Oj 

18.492.48 

647.50 

8,640.00 


2.700.00 
6,Tn.47 
0,600.20 


$     101.606.66 


18.80 
7.40 


0.82 
U.14 


7.81 
4.03 


8.45 


7.86 


8.88 
7.67 
1.60 
8.28 


7.40 
6.88 
7.54 


$6.45 


•Compensation,  rerenue  train  mileage  basis. 
fBevenue  train  mileage  basis. 
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AND   SALARIES— IOWA. 


General  Office  Clerks 

Station  Agents 

Other  Station-men 

Engine-men 

u 

B 

Si 
2; 

So 

111 

S5 

si 

{►•OP. 

< 

a 

2 

1 

2a  S 

u 

83 

5  pa 

as 
©a 

u 

a 

3§l 

1 

Hi 

►■a  A 

< 



"Hi 

4 

4 

182 

67 

60 

8 

858 

246 

12 

110 

1 

2 

8 

10 

1 

1 

184 

77 

8 

1 

2  8          1.580.46 

8.15 



I      i,i287S 

1,930.98 

188.996.20 

44.874.00 

80.420.00 

1.500.00 

199.820.80 

188.229.98 

9,617.84 

78.888.87 

900.00 

637.80 

1,725.87 

4,604.50 

1,500.00 

960.00 

91,885.07 

44.407.15 

1,580.00 

$2.14 
1.88 
2.09 
2.22 
1.80 
1.87 
1.81 
2.35 
2.54 
1.86 
2.47 
1.24 
1.81 
1.47 
4.11 
2.69 
2.02 
1.66 
1.83 

31 

$       18.060.92 

$1.72 

84 

1 

206 

120 

48 

5 

506 

854 

18 

812 

8 

1 

1 

5 

7 

180,194.00 

840.00 

816,657.00 

177,878.72 

62,889.90 

1,083.60 

616.158.69 

552.788.11 

26,779.79 

482,648.52 

8,076.87 

960.00 

1.011.41 

4,686.80 

7,056.00 

5.35 
2.80 

77 

5c 

8 

$       62,002.49 

188,618.20 

1,900.00 

420 

85 

42 

1 

1,064 

470 

60 

666 

1 

228,686.77 

48.606.00 

21,819.20 

420.00 

584,898.84 

222,884.72 

88,828.12 

272.188.67 

800.00 

1.70 
1.74 
1.41 
1.16 
1.62 
1.55 
1.75 
1.83 
1.66 

4.21 
4.06 
4.02 
8.90 
3.93 
4.91 
4.T7 
4.14 
2.04 
2.68 

2 
4 

6 
1 

1,116.28 

8,276.50 

8,870.18 

180.00 

84,292.17 

40,466.82 

2.18 
2.42 
1.80 

.66 
2.07 
2.10 

8 

82 

5 

2310 

40 
9 
2 

29 
8 
8 

4,7m.94 

477675?88 

8,617.30 

91.605.48 

21.928.80 

1.060.00 

1.78 

1.88 
1.92 
1.43 
1.07 

8.86 
3.86 
3.50 

50 
104 

77 
87 

219,086.06 
08,782.70 

4.88 
3.80 

900.00<    in 

1 

87 

2 

7 
1 

9 

840.17 

88.006.94 

1,080.00 

6,879.28 

618.00 

20.9v8.SS 

10.149.08 

2.80 

87 
8 

16,789.12 

17225785 

8,810.21 

12,682.54 

7,880.97 

1.78 

■"i7i» 

"i'M 
2.50 
2.80 

48 
4 

14 

1 

8 

12 

18 

82,556.96 
2.540.75 
8,789.96 
677.00 
4.80O.0O 
9,200.15 

10,423.95 

1.71 
1.74 
1.75 
2.21 
4.88 
2.41 
2.23 

14.217.60 

l.im.65 

210.00 

1.85 

1.44 

.28 

8.73 
8.18 
3.86 
1.97 

8 

16 

9 

187 
46 
41 

118,399.10 
29,247.71 
18,791.69 

1.94 
2.08 
1.40 

"I7d 

4.06 

809 

$     885,687.84 

1.88 

1,885 

$     917,888.74 

12.16 

8,465 

$  1,718,875.45 

$1.58 

1,868 

$  2,788,276.71 

4.77 

THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  BBPOBT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  44— EMPLOYES  AND 


] 

g" 

1 

r 
1 

-— 

j 

g 

1 

5 

S 
4Z 

198,148 .57 
lM,0te.O4 

ST;iM.a 
la.ses.w 

SU.TBCI.M 

1.WT.1I 

l,S3«.t» 

•B 

B.7B 
I.U 

3.40 

11 

sin 

"•S 

UT.in 
jj5.Bai 
n.otn 

8W.OT! 
311, tfl 
1.8K 

N 
00 
BT 
TB 
D6 
90 

a 
« 

ChlCBBO,  BnrliQgtoD  &.  QulacT 

s-s 

Chicago  i   North  Weateru 

1.M 

g.WJW.tr»l.l!iri-:L-:-;.::; 

l.M 

s 

«.M7.8S 

>!k 

a 

u.tta 

» 

anehester  &  ODeldi 

1 

i.M.n 

III 

a 

BO 
9E 
0 

I'm 

abor   A   Northern. _. _ 

l.M 

2 

IT.SSB.M 

a.Hi.ta 

I.W 

11 

1B.S» 

M 

!-S 

i,9ia 

1  i.T«].Me.a« 

IK.SS  1,SI0 

«  tnln  mIl«M«  baaU. 
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SALARIES— IOWA— Continued. 


Otlier  Trainmen 

Machinists 

Carpenters 

Other  Shopmen 

a 

d 

a 

d 

d         1 

d 

d 

d 

0 

4d 

daily 
nsatio 

early 
ensatlo 

dally 
nsatio 

tal  yearly 
ompensatio 

daily 
nsatio 

early 
ensatlo 

If 

l4 

V  O 

O  0 

u 

erage 
ompe 

u 

99 

u 

•  o 

>kA 

t  o 

erag 
omp 

1 

taly 
omp 

B 

erag 
omp 

1 

dmo 

erag 
omp 

0 

oo 

►  o 

a 

qO 

►  « 

d 

oo 

►  « 

d 

o« 

p-o 

A 

H 

< 

2 

H 

-< 

Z 

H 

< 

K 

H 

< 

58 

1 

280 

8       68,741.04 

480.00 

183,608.81 

$8.00 
1.88 
8.28 

88 

$      85,686.84 

18.74 

68 

8       80.881.04 

18.87 

888 

8     200,296.90 

$1.97 

'""iro 

"""isiisrs 

"1781 

""175 

i4o7i06784 

8.68 

"~684 

477,797.28 

"lU 

818 

846,473.20 

2.50 

118 

128,6M.20 

8.65 

87 

60.817.80 

8.66 

718 

442.280.16 

2.08 

78 

66,067.60 

2.80 

7 

7.814.40 

8.70 

14 

7.518.48 

8.81 

71 

42.423.06 

2.01 

10 

688.06 
410,868.47 

2.41 
2.22 

OM 

206 

818,888.84 

8.68 

887 

205.780.96 

8.85 

1,980 

1,107,003.04 

1.90 

666 

467,460.84 

2.58 

240 

210,071.58 

8.78 

807 

166.884.21 

8.13 

1,568 

880.920.70 

1.70 

86 

20,880.00 

8.60 

148 

115.878.21 

8.61 

60 

87,602.98 

8.04 

68 

41,831.11 

2.10 

440 

864,788.56 

8.U 

188 

181,786.84 

8.68 

885 

104,188.86 

8.87 

1,075 

726.840.00 

2.00 

8 

8,140.00 

1.63 

1 

1,060.00 

8.90 

1 

540.86 

8.60 

1 

818.5S 

1.71 

1 

684.00 

8.00 

1 

506.00 

8.00 

1 

540.00 

1.48 

2 

1,606.58 

8.74 

877.66 

2.45 

3 

8,706.18 

8.20 

6 

8,606.10 

1.66 

8 

4,002.26 

1.75 

4 

8,186.00 

8.00 

8 

1,980.00 

2.10 

8 

8,400.00 

1.07 

84 

84,480.00 

8.40 

87 

84,587.12 

8.91 

8 

1,960.00 

8.00 

04 

8 

181 

46,600.45 

1,800.00 

95,040.14 

1.07 
1.98 
2.44 

107 

8061858740 

'lira 

""187 

1261442765 

"Tm 

"■"145 

106,045.64 

'"s766 

01 

04,908.64 

8.14 

08 

105,680.64 

8.79 

47 

98,608.08 

8.88 

116 

78,015.07 

1.65 

1 

460.48 

1.88 

1 

10.10 

8.52 

42 

41,707.66 

8.66 

86 

86,818.04 

8.90 

81 

20,080.77 

2.46 

60 

41,906.79 

1.77 

8 

8.210.80 

8.86 

1 

1,080.00 

8.70 

2 

1.06D.0O 

1.48 

11 

6,080.14 

8.15 

5 

4,076.44 

8.54 

6 

2,642.07 

1.60 

11 

10,102.74 

8.08 

68 

60,611.10 

8.81 

18 

15,508.05 

8.60 

7 

5.979.04 

8.84 

218 

144,041.78 

8.88 

46 

40,607.78 

8.86 

44 

81,086.07 

8.80 

18 

0.488.48 

2.50 

50 

20.874.72 

1.88 

20 

10,564.86 

8.50 

7 

6,116.91 

8.46 

5 

4,904.88 

2.90 

05 

88,814.64 

2.08 

8,885 

$  2.815,607.76 

18.61 

1,460 

1 1,878.681.74 

18.08 

1.085 

8     057,854.00 

81.88 

7,265 

1  4,854.642.01 

11.92 

94 


THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.   45— EMPLOYES   AND 


Railroads 


Section  Foremen 


Ames  &  College 

Atchison,  Topeka  A  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,  Anamosa  A  Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  A  Qulncy ^ 

Chicago    Great   Western 

Mason  City  A  Ft.  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific . 

^Chicago.  Milwahlcee  A  St.  Panl 

Chicago  A  North-Western . 

Chicago,  St.  P..  M.  ft  Omaha 

Chicago,  Roclc  Island  A  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern  

Croolced  Creelt  

Davenport,  R.  I.  A  N.  W 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  A  N 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des    Moines    Western __ 

Dubuque  A  S.  C.   (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  - 

Albia   A   Centerville — 

Manchester  A  Oneida 

Minneapolis  A   St.    Louis 

Muscatine,  North  A  South 

Newton  A   Northwestern 

Tabor   &   Northern 

Union   Pacific  

T^abash 

wiiimar  &"sioux"Faii8''(G'.'Nr)riiiiiriiriirrriri 

Totals    


& 

B 


1 

5 

1 

247 

81 

56 

2 

297 

ao6 

13 

361 

3 

3 

8 

12 

3 

1 

128 

86 
4 
1 

SB 
8 

16 
1 
5 

11 

17 


1,710 


a 
o 

3§ 

o« 


0 

'as 

«  o 

SB 
oo 

< 


other  Traclcmen 


u 

Q 

0 

z> 


a 
o 

3§ 


a 

0)0 


480.00$ 

8,409.08 

720.00 

100,433.76 

44,643.15 

82.054.00 

1,200.00 

162,664.88 

187.252.32 

7,719.98 

808,860.50 

1,858.50 

1.605.M 

1,626.99 

7,200.00. 

8,660.00i 

275.00, 

78,987.12 

41,224.921 

2,160.001 

OOO.OOl 

85.160.00 

1,680.00 

9,720.00! 

860.00 

6,112.44 

7,118.80 

8,499.53 


$      008,671.24 


$1.55 

1.91 

68 

1.97 

8 

1.78 

1,656 

l.Sl 

868 

1.56 

70 

1.64 

6 

1.64 

1,281 

1.96 

1,980 

1.90 

63 

1.67 

8,070 

1.70 

9 

1.48 

6 

1.75 

16 

1.92 

64 

2.48 

88 

1.88 

8 

1.76 

406 

1.56 

178 

1.45 

10 

1.64 

8 

1.65 

122 

1.78 

12 

1.94 

86 

1.75 

4 

2.68 

110 

1.99 

68 

1.74 

609 

$1.86 

9.047 

26,464.80 

1,440.00 

748,418.38 

U4,186.76 

81,477.60 

8,340.00 

681,086.96 

678,874.44 

26,747.22 

820,626.26 

4,747.78 

8,868.16 

7,608.68 

17,288.40 

16,578.44 

810.00 

888.410.45 

116.289.79 

6.160.97 

1.380.70 

71,683.90 

6.258.40 

45,064.96 

1,650.00 

46,850.86 

86,121.74 

49,599.60 


$  8.684.488.07 


1.66 
1.54 
1.44 
1.48 
1.46 
1.50 
1.80 
1.60 
1.68 
1.53 
1.68 
1.10 
1.66 
1.60 
1.66 
1.50 
1.50 
1.52 
1.84 
1.50 
1.18 
1.40 
1.57 
1.50 
1.68 
1.44 
l.W 


$1.88 


^Compensation,  revenue  train  mileage  basis. 
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SALABIE8— IOWA— CosnUDED. 


Switc 

bnien.  Flng 

„„ 

Teleiirapb  UperHiors       KmplDyes  AccouDt  ol 
and  lllBpaCcherA         '   Floating   llgulpmenl 

"'.St'.S!.°™ 

1 

si 
•  : 

fi 

< 

i 

° 

11 

1 

I 

1 

z 

i 

II 

i 

1 

s 
Si 

5g 

-a 

II 

»            39S.0I) 

^ 

1 

f       IS.ftM.Bl 
B.TOS.Oi 

15 

t         B,SS1.«1 

— 

1;S:1S 

■i 

1S9.W0.W 

!o:«o:» 

a.« 

a.sr- 

418.B87.H 
1X,031.M 

t8S 

138.OT.« 

« 

S'nl 

— 

1.9T 

BM.IT 

,.« 

' 

»,m.w!  i.M 

a 

l.TBS.M 

S,49S.M 

S. 901. SI 

K.Tffi.Si 
».T(10.M) 

i.f: 

« 

iztvS 

l.W 

4m.i» 
T.aw.si 

i0,4TT.BI 
1,300.00 

TO 

IM          1 

J:JS 

S.WT.EO 

7.7S9.M 

,.';-j  ;■ 

9  win 

S.IB 

« 

3B,t90.S8 

,i:o.2.s»    S.W 

1,4M 

»1.1«,S3B.15 

--- 

S.043 

n.m,3™.»8 

li.n 

THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPOJtT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.   47— BRIDGES,  TREBTLES,   HIGHWAYS,    RAIL 


Bridgea 

Steel  or  Iron  Wooden 

C'mlj'n 

ft 

It 

R«llro«aB 

£ 

s 

II 

5- 

ilklj 

a  1  as  J 

1 

i 
i 

J    m 

IW 

■ 

t,isi 

1* 

1       !78 

1» 

t.m     ij     300 

IS 

"Ws"' 

33: 

m 

s 

4,S» 
881 

U'b'Mi 

»;S 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaba... 
Cbloago.  Rock  Island  A  Paclflc. 

r 

fW 

tft.SK 

■■■" 

a 

9 



*,»» 

1 

- 

1 

MO 

Dubuque  &  8.  C.   (HI.  Cent.).... 

¥3 

510 

» 

'!S 

:::~:: 

140 

'^S? 

:::::: 

", 

•z 

11 

'S 

"'® 

::  ~~: 

'i'?K 

" 



1,58. 

MO 

— 

B3   6.WT 

.,«. 

'Inclading  ti  hlg-bwi 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS 


99 


WAY,  FARM  CROSSINGS  AND  CATTLE-GUARDS— IOWA. 


Trestles 

Highway  Crossings 

Farm  Crossings 

Number  of  cattle- 
guards 

Oyer-head  Rail 
road  Crossings 

1 

go 

< 

Oyer-head     | 

1 

5 

1 

t 

1 

1 

► 
O 

1 

n 

1 

n 

0 

5 

1 

a 

z 

s 

1 

a 
o 

s 

1 

,  , , 

"is 

16 

1,692 

601 

878 

86 

2,190 

1,889 

104 

2,267 

11 

18 

52 

88 

880 
668 

28 

6 

888 

8 
8 

112 

4 
16 

"nsi 

60 

1 

66 

80 

81 
8 

12 

87 

1,904 

592 

280 

18 

2,864 

2,074 

61 

2,640 

18 

26 

121 

.•_^. 

6 

""I7 

14 
2,489 
1.000 

'V,m 

2,806 
184 

8,666 
20 
26 
86 

.- 

16 
SO 

1,210 

2,904 

89,966 

'i^lTD 

1,686 

150,864 

156,246 

7,106 

68,567 

800 

1,176 

1 







1,U9 
266 

61 



24 

18 
82 

64 

20 

» 

2 

"""a 

8 

19 

5 

20 
7 

6 

160 

8 

26 

4 

104 

268 
6 

181 

4 
2 

6 
10 

6 

6 
8 



4 

1 

8 

2,110 

2,847 

111 

866 

1 

16 

- 

15 
2 
0 



— — 

9 

4 

14 

27 
81 

2,894 
6,910 

1 



2 

2 

844 

412 

150 

110 

71, 6W 

32,508 

2,068 

1  -■j 
- 

880 

576 
68 

"""22 

84 

840 
66 
15 

480 

- 
2 

14 





6 

6 

16 

142 

18.906 
6,167 
1,886 

280 
81,501 
16,189 

2 

i 

1 

■MMMWWW 

4 

6 

848 

i 

8 

28 

2 



8 



8 

20 

1 

VZl '' — 1« 



8 

879 
IM 

1 
1 





876 

7 

200 



7 

876 

1 



8,879 

87 



206 

11,886 

1 

*468!    12.880 

I 

79 

1.080 

16,528 

62 

86 

1 


100 


THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  48— STATIONS— 


Railroads 


Stations 


On  Road  Owned 

On  Road  ( 

a 

a 

9 

o 

U 

«S 

h 

«N 

a 

i 

S 

H 

H 

o 


Ames  &  CoUeffe  

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,  Anamosa  &  Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 

Chicago    Great    Western—, 

Mason  City  &   Ft.  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul... 
Chicago  &  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &    Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek  

Davenport,   R.  I.  &  N.  W 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des    Moines    Western 

Dubuque  &  S.  C.    (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albla   &   Centerville 

Manchester  &  Oneida 

Minneapolis  &   St.    Louis 

Muscatine,  North  &  South 

Newton  A   Northwestern 

Tabor   &   Northern 

Union   Pacific   

Wabash    _. 

Willmar  &  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) — 

Totals    


8 

8 

1,447 

6 

4 

4 

1,884 

848 

178 

85 

66 

61 

53 

8 

1,078 

804 

1,075 

866 

355 

17 

085 

887 

3 

3 

5 

5 

13 

0 

12 

18 

8 

8 

1 

1 

189 

180 

96 

76 

8 

8 

1 

1 

M 

80 

4 

4 

80 

80 

1 

1 

833 

8 

611 

37 

58 

14 

7,846 

1,606 

8 

8 

1,433 

6 

4 

4 

1,334 

848 

810 

86 

66 

61 

63 

8 

1.078 

804 

1,007 

856 

srr4 

88 

950 

881 

5 

6 

6 

6 

13 

0 

18 

18 

8 

8 

1 

1 

129 

180 

104 

80 

3 

8 

1 

1 

188 

54 

4 

4 

21 

81 

1 

1 

638 

8 

690 

65 

75 

14 

8,416 


1,608 


*Bntlre  line,  tons,  89,595;   weight  per  yard,  75;   average  price  per  ton,  |B7.06; 
ties,  number,  919,605;   average  price  per  tie,  49c. 
tTelephone. 
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RENEWALS  OF  RAILS  AND  TIES. 


telegraph 
a  Iowa 

New  Ralls  Laid  During  Tear  in  Iowa 

New  Ties 
IngTeai 

Laid  Dur- 

Iron 

StMl 

■  in  Iowa 

Number  of  1 
stations  1] 

a 

Weight  per 
yard- 
pounds 

Average 
price  per 
ton  at  dis- 
tributing 
points 

s 

o 

Weight  per 
yard- 
pounds 

Average 
price  per 
ton  at  dis- 
tributing 
point 

1 

Average 
price  per 
tie  at  dis- 
tributing 
point 

2 

4 

_- 

— — 

— 

iii 

188 

86 

85 
75 

$'""29187 
28.00 

17^637 

286,647 
67,275 
20.818 

6.470 

• 

802.646 

13,039 

291,080 

2,849 

2,'rab 

I        Toooo 

202 

— . 

_- 



.-__. 

75 

.6850 

48 

.6900 

1 
257 



— 

6.168 

116 

5.148 

8 
8 

iffi 

17 

2.644 

404 

90-79-60 

80 

80-70-80 

"66 

70 

^75 

75 

86 

80-TO 

TO 

28.06 
29.80 
28.00 

Slo 

29.28 

sirs 

82.26 
28.00 
27.21 

27^88 

.6200 

• 

252 

.5875 

19 

.4400 

290 
2 





.5200 
.4480 
.4801 

8 

12 
2 





9.887 

7,5W 

498 

85,915 

78,148 

2,482 

8,310 

58,048 

5,846 

5,824 

2.950 

15,288 

56.773 

14.707 

.6500 
.7200 

1 

.6900 

119 

.8800 

76 
8 
1 



__—_ 

.6160 
.5480 
.3810 

58 
8 



— . 

_»_ 

8.467 

.6360 
.6100 

tl8 



.8100 

1 

.5500 

1 

87 
14 

-— — ~ — - 

——-——"- 

———•■-——"—— 

680 

90 

29.87 

.76fl7 
.5000 
.5808 

1,501 

88,477 



89.86 

1.847,447 

.5849 
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THIRTIETH  AN  NUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE   No.   49-DE8CRIPTION 


Locomotlyes 

Cars  in  Passenger 
Service 

Railroads 

2 

1 

S 

iJ 

1 

fa 

n 

Hi 

■ 

i 

a 
o 

1 

a 

1 

a 

2 

S 
o 

g 

a 

a 
a 

s 

o 

I 

9 

1 

Ames  A  College 

Atchison.   Topeka  A  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,  Anamosa  A  Northern 

Chicago.   Burlington  A  Qulncy . 

Chicago   Great  Western 

Mason  City  A  Ft  Dodge 

Wisconsin.  Minnesota  A  Pacific 

Chicago.  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

Chicago  A  North- Western - 

8 
148 

"'"808 

86 

'"Uo 

48 
SU 

6 

- 

8 

i,tm 
1 

1.676 

860 

87 

14 

1,017 

1.488 

887 

fl.819 

8 

8 

7 

7 

6 

66 

84 
- 

97 

4 

6 

8 

780 

1684 

16 

8 
898 

66 

4 

6 

818 

706 

90 

886 

8 

'"'98 

14 

1 
164 
186 

8 

"96 

""18 

8 

6 

101 

48 

88 

866 

■"S 

1 

886 
U 

"57 
54 

188 

1 

4 

••• 

"S 
"5 

4 

"li 

18 

8 

88 

— } 

7 

""si 

48 

88 

8 

■ 

667 

■"'361 

98 

6 

18 

806 

800 

66 

801 

- 

"""l7 
18 

i 
80 

- 

146 

129 

4 

868 

"'"W8 

141 

81 

8 

680 

848 

884 

717 

8 

8 

8 

8 

SO 
64 

97 

Chicago.  St.   P..  M.  A  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  A  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek  .. 

Dayenoort.    R.  I.  &    N.  W 

Des  Moines.  Iowa  Falls  A  N 

Des   Moines  Union 

Des    Moines    Western 

Dubuque  ft  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) — . 

mm 

6 

8 
8 



— 

Iowa  Central  1 

Albla   A  CentenrlUe - 

Manchwft^r  A  0n9l<\h - 

18 

""» 

1 

'"« 

.... 

7U 

8 

"i 

88 
1 
1 

■"» 

68 

4 

807 

— 





— 

Mlnneanolls  A  St.   Louis  . 

61 
8 
8 

16 

1 
1 

. 

1 

78 
60 

10 





Muscatine.  North  A  South. ..... 

Newton  A  Northwestern 

Tabor  A  Northern 

10 

"'« 

11 

164 

""7 
UO 

— 

Union   Pacific  

Wabash    

Wlllmar  A  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 

403 
884 

10 

110 

121 

8 

m^ 

Totals    

8.835 

5,274 

1,468 

188 

• 

0,196 

8,788 

07 

'Including  second  class  passenger  cars. 

t Including  846  leased  locomotives. 

INot  Including  88  locomotives  leased  to  W.  &  L.  E. 
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OF  EQUIPMENT-ENTIRE  LINE. 


Cars  in  Passenger  Service 

Cars  m  Freight  Service 

1 

S 

1 

1 

Equipped 

8 

1 

M 
Q 

O 

O 

M 

1 

o 

1 

& 

O 

3 

O 

Equipped 
With 

Baggage 
press, 
postal 

< 

M 

0 

"1 

2g§s 

PPO.S 

< 

1 
8           3l           S 

"aoISi 

1 

84,638 

6,943 

777 

588 

87,931 

31,518 

8,845 

85,978 

1 

1 

90 
10 

1 
9,879 

1 
9,788 

iS 

88 
5,413 
4,888 
1.560 
9.060 

'S^MO 

'6^668 

684 

184 

94 

8,660 

5,075 

893 

4.806 

886 

"i^ooo 

96 

1 

48,060 

9 

46,840 

7,314 

1,750 

769 

44.101 

57,418 

11,796 

88,984 

1 

85 
196 
118 

1 

43.060 

9 

40,434 

7,046 

1,750 

696 

43,797 

58.994 

10,750 

88,967 

1 

86 
195 
118 

1 

855 

m 

SI 
8 
3 

8 

9 

971 

1 

1,156 

145 

15 

14 

971 

1 

1.141 

145 

15 

14 

1,078 

1,853 

878 

sn 

4 

971 

1 

1,141 

145 

15 

14 

1,074 

1,863 

878 

sn 

4 

7.954 

iTiS 

195 
807 
9 
9,513 
9,594 
1.886 
5,519 

1,979 

i 

43,060 

49,009 

7.814^ 

1,760 

709 

480 

888 

58 

146 

6 

""24 
8 

1.074 

1.863 

872 

871 

4 



1,.8«B 

1,838 

807 

1,707 

8.686 

4,566 

8 

44,101 
67,418 
U,7B8 
88,984 
1 

8 
85 
87 



88 
70 
70 

4 

86 

- 

7 

7 

196 

6 

111 





17 
11 

- 
8 

45  46 

46  46 

45 
46 

187 
1.867 

94 

84 

8W 

14 
844 



199 
9.968 

199 
9,968 

190 

9.968 

" 

. 



■        2 1 

1 

98 

8 

9 

8 

889 

488 

14 

■"8'488 

11,489 
718 

948 
9 

""'468 

1.048 
117 

■""ao6 

1,861 
99 

'78 

88 

99 

2 

8 

2 

868 

488 

14 

99 

2 

9 

9 

868 

433 

14 

94 

4,078 

9 

46 

89.879 
978 

8,006 

1 
46 

90,796 
978 

4,078 

9 

46 
7.608 

1 

46 

1 
188 
190 

9 

64 

""m6 

100 
46 

'"'ms 

99,878 
97S 

1.886 

155 

6,786 

6.768 

6.770 

178.066 

89,000 

99.814 

40,746 

1.874 

18.807 

8,718 

"*"• 

979,097 

908,461 

1 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  50— DESCRIPTION  OF 


Cars  in  Company's  Serrice 

1 

« 

1 

■d 

u 
2 

1 

Eh 

Equipped 
with 

Railroads 

Train 
brake 

Automatic 
.couplers 

Ames  &  College 

AtchlBon,   Topeka  A   Santa  Fe. 
Chicago,  Anamosa  A  Northern- 
Chicago,    Burlington  &   Qulncy. 

Chicago   Great   Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific 
Chicago,   Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul 

Chicago  &  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.    P.,  M.  &  Omaha- 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific. 
Colfax  Northern  

8,888 

600 

104 
100 

456 

164 
1,786 

18 

80 
6 

1 

1 

16 

87 

0 

84 

596 

146 

"'8^084 

8,064 

8~d84 

590 

118 

19 

9 

586 

717 

148 

587 

1 

1,788 

186 

96 

5 

881 

88 

114 

481 

8.011 
868 

156 

15 

768 

1,888 

480 

8,878 

1 

1 

2 

6 

7 

818 

1,846 
889 

148 
6 
167 
681 
166 
8,180 

7 

188 

8,560 
868 

156 

16 

788 

1,888 

480 

8.878 

1 

Crooked  Cre<*k  

1 

2 

6 — 

1 

Dayenport,    R.  I.  &    N.  W 

8 

Des  Moines.  Iowa  Falls  &  N. 

6 

Des    Moines    Union 

Des    Moines    Western 

Dubuque  &  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) 

— — — 



f 

Iowa  Central  

52 

3 

81 

188 

818 

Albia   &   Centerville 

Manchester  &  Oneida  

Minneapolis  ft  St.   Louis 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 



8 

4S 
1 
8 

157 

808 

1 
8 

28 

1 
8 

80S 
1 

Newton  ft   Northwestern 

8 

Tabor   ft   Northern 

Union   Pacific  — 

Wabash    

608 

18 
13 

1 

262 

260 

7 

1.811 

860 

4 

8,004 

538 

12 

8,086 

415 

12 

8,092 
638 

Wlllmar  ft  Sioux  Falls  (O.  N.)- 



18 

Totals 

6,063 

168 

8.932 

4,786 

14.940 

10,546 

14.605 

f Including   8,999   cars    leased*  to   W.  ft  L.  E.    and    W.,  S.  B.  R.  R. 
^Including  38  locomotives  leased  to  W.  ft  L.  B.  and  8,909  cars  leased  to  W.  ft 
L.  B.    and   W..  S.  B.  R.R. 
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EQUIPHENT-ENTIRE  LINE— CONTnarxD. 


Cars  Contributed  to  Fast 
Frei»tbl  Service 

1 
1 

Cars  Leased 

OranatoLia 

Equipped  wltb 

1 

iii 

?sv 

1 
1 

1° 

1 

< 

P 

II 
It 

< 

ii 

«,10 

— 

- 

4T,10( 
12,  w 

is; 

J 



M 

7W 

TM 

m 



B7.Ti 

" 

vn 

U.WB 

11.MS 

is 



BS 

3.iSl 

— 



4 

— 

m 

IIT 

IIT 

1 

S 

l,<3t 

l.«3S 

B.681 

SM.TM 

s> 

"• 

3). BID 

30.010 

»«S,71S 

THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  BEPOBT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.    51— MILEAGE 


-°~" 

1 

1^! 
p 

-1 

1 

798.851 

1.98 

IB  MI  93 

39! 

CtaiCRKO.    Annmosa   A   Nortbern 

"  'itf.«» 

i».3a 

«*.S1 

10.719,407 
£33,311 

14,S17.9« 

ias,TtB,se2 
sai.3ii 

3t.lt 

8SF/SSe?,i''^^""-"----"- 

SSlFHTN^'r.r;'''"'-  *  '''•■■''' 

aM.ai 

De.  MolneB.  Inwn  FiUs  A  N  — 

M.WT 

B,Ml.gW 

W.S1 

K.ore.si 

Prrc"  ,«■-=;..".";  ■'"'■' 

"'is 

i8,14S.898 

ti'tf 

1,183 

312. 9a 

|;£S%«^^-;::::"-:::;: 

u.tm.in 

M^123 

4riiim 

slot 

Bilf 

WUImir  t  BlODX  SUli  (O.  N.).    _    _ 

510,81 

Totals    __ 

IB.aXi.Mf 

HB,M1.«T 

48. 4T 

»   1T,1M.138.« 

BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS 


107 


TRAFFIC—IOWA. 


Passenger  Traffic 

mount 
Ifrom 
senger 

Average  receipts 
per  passenger 
per  mile 

Total  passenger 
earnings 

Passenger  earn- 
ings per  mile 
of  road 

Passenger  earn- 
ings per  train 
mile 

Highest  rate  of 
fare  per  mile 

Lowest  rate  of 
fare  per  mile 

Average  rate  of 
fare  per  mile 
for  all  passen- 
gers 

Expense  of 
Running  Pas- 
senger Trains 

rrylng  ( 
er  one  ] 

OOfll 

O 

a 

< 

Per  train 
mile 

Cost  of  cai 
.    passengi 

1  .041     $  .02071 

$       16,541.86 

87,615.49 

5,076.78 

3,723,525.10 

1,102,733.50 

441.689.20 

$  8,364.47 

4,411.66 

304.88 

$    .78989 
.96306 
.88792 

.0868 

.03 

.08 

.02 

.005 

.01 

.08071 
.01894 
.02607 



_— - 

.32042     .08597 

— 



.71614      .02096 

8,891.96 
l.ft47-14 

1.06826 

.52618 

.30082 

1.00666 

1.06006 

1.37801 

1.08818 

.68858 

1 
.   ] 



— 

1.18984      .01991 

.8871       .08818 

7,244.59!        391.98 

1.31368     .(»207 
.76937     .02137 

8,450,973.69 

4,610,680.73 

878,864.73 

4,509,785.57 

8.568.96 

2,043.41 

3,917.68 

61,597.38 

1,844.11 

8,982.69 

8,658.91 

8,185.19 

669.88 

116.03 

110.98 

880.64 

.03 
.03 

.01 
.015 



— - 



.96447      .08806 
.06847      .01368 

"Tos"" 

.04 

"oi" 

— _ 

— 



1 

«6089       .08489 

.66756 

1.01668     .08807 

1,573,388.27 

496,781.02 

9,175.83 

8,329.15 

808.483.96 

8,800.66 
1,000.69 
376.06 
1,041.14 
1.070.06 

.97899 
.69791 
.29060 
.30860 
.96673 
.19464 
.30687 
.464.34 
1.89522 
1.58564 
.7562 

.03 



.02207 
.08234 
.02999 

.70916     .08884 

_ — 

— 

.5389       .08999 

.88689      .03579 

• — 

.81089     .08186 

.02186 



— 

.60613      .03847 

8,241.31         S87.45 

.75895     .08670 
.38785      .08608 

80,064.86 

6,988.50 

17,360.88 

360,889.16 

79,548.11 

188.41 

644.06 

7,057.00 

1,727.57 

1,003.68 

.035 
.04 

.a3 

.03 

.0175 
.032 

.08 

.Q267 

.086 

.01856 

.01866 

.08619 



— 

.04084     .01856 

1.7872       .02456 

.01653 

1.02           .02619 

.DWl^      .  02247 

$21,473,960.15 

9  8,089.97 

$  1.05476 

.0817 

.0167 

.02207 

THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  52— MILEAGE 


Freight  Tramc 

BUUWda 

i 

\ 

i 

1 
1 

S 
1 

ii 

2 

1 
5" 

1 
t 

1 
1 

1 

A          &  C  11 

■  JO 

15.SM 

1,98 

BmoRT 

■fiS 

ilaw 

U.WI 

11. n 

Clitogo,    Bqrilngton   &    Qalncy - 

ChlCBgo    Qrfflt    Wenlem.., 

m« 

fl.S37.«i6 

ess.  US 

B.IM.OB 
Sfi.BB 

l.Wl.lW.SJD 
S3.«8.808 

1,039,870,73! 

1»!71 

1I.0T4 

flit 

'  4( 

26 

M1,5W 

T.MO.fTTS 

iS.SS 

I.7I»,S« 

Eoe.e4S.iao 

S8a,HT,49S 
l.SK.wr, 

8.BSa.»8 
1S8.BS0 

i.sao.m 
x'.sn'.sti 

i43:ffl 

1,874 

a 

7» 

u;»8T 

518,064 

&f:£  t  °8;"l-w,v 

sis.u 

Ur.SM.iM 

4.137.878,573 

151.01 

BOABD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS 


TRAFFIC  IOWA— COKmruBD. 


1 

1 
s 
I 

If 

5 
1 

5 

1 

1 
1 

1^^ 

i 
1 

Expeaae  01  Ron- 

f 
i 

» 

< 

^isr 

1 

s 
i 

1 

1 

« 

1 

s 

.» 

.aSBB 

W,01S.7T 
ll>,nB.74 

84»e 

1 

-ffi 

4S 
«8 

;^ 

.niu 

9.00 

."q-  : 

.00074 

i,)aa,si4.ag 

«,ft*».B9 

B,794 
T,047 

a.cw 

4.1S! 

I.4M7 

-r— 

ssi 

.UffTT 



18.01 

'.max 

.OOTGB 

.nctt 

u.ua.Tw.u 
m.m.m 

S,T43.3N.a 

tiwBBt 

ws'm 

-_       

.'» 

.(WUT 

U4,SU.BB 

.oom 
,ra« 

.008411 

.oiBsr 

.OITIT 

;E 

.ovreo 

.01000 

»,91>,4W.0B 

1.9r«,7».« 

U, 886.46 

ll.MI.lS 

888 .sea. ee 

WSI8.U 

ige,».oi 

i»,an'.8s 

84,7n).TO 
TH.W.K 

!.«* 

877,18,  1B.M 
3?B.95.  19.  §0 

H8 

i,Goe 

-iiaa 

■.03099 

ii 

».948M 

.teaa 

Ta.«3  m.n 

i-flo 

43e.M  is.is 
sse.ao!  is.w 

ISJ.OB  IS.W 

:eo5 

■■■" 

l.UMl 

.OWT 

»«a,64T,sss.» 

S,0».9D 

"■»" 

- 1 

„.»j,..» 

.... 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  53-MILEAGE 


Railroads 


Passenger  and  Freight  Traffic 


Passenger  and  Freight 
Revenue  Per  Mile 
of  Road 


Ames  &  College 

Atchison,    Topeka  &   Santa   Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  &  Northern 

Chicago,   Burlington  &   Qulncy 

Chicago   Great   Western 

Mason  City  ft  Ft  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific 

Chicago,   Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.   P..  M.  ft  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek 

Davenport,    R.  I.  ft    N.  W 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  ft  N 

Des   Moines   Union 


©■o 
S  5 


Des    Moines   Western 

Dubuque  ft  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albla   ft   CentervlUe. 

Manchester  ft  Oneida  

Minneapolis  ft  St.   Louis  - ._ 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft  Northwestern 

Tabor  ft   Northern 

Union   Pacific  

Wl  11  ma r  ft"  Sioux *FaliB"'(0.'N".")I™ ' 


80,412.78 
8S8,108.87 
14,573.55 
9,615,491.96 
8,680,988.84 
1,695,893.81 
48,502.72 
18,488,512.05 
14,821,474.641 
980,603.78! 
12,518,594.75! 
56,127.28 
26,639.11 


809,586.20 


Totals 


4,188,890.16 

2,060,520.21 
80,889.88 
18,786.87 

1,160,858.93 

50,754.04 

188,518.10 

21,241.68 

78,615.83 

1,058,519.61 
422,099.48 


$    66,721,558.26 


1.98 

19.88 

19.60 

1,865.66 

881.81 

863.86| 

82.50 

1,871.18 

1,677.60 

102.04 

9,104.98 

13.00 

17.61 

86.28 

75.06 


10,809.46 
16,269.08 
748.56 
7,040.96 
9,663.89 
4,797.92 
2,155.67 
7,806.06 
9,884.96 
9,110.19 
6,947.18 
4,210.56 
1,612.73 

"2r806r67 


714.94 

454.43 

24.40 

8.001 

368.961 

88.67 

106.60 

8.79 

2.46 

208.40 

79.26 


9,960.»1 


6,850.88 
4,678.81 
858.66 
2,8a.96 
8,119.08 
2,064.80 
1,721.61 
1,076.97 
29,924.88 
6,067.26 
6,885.60 


6,722.16 


'Revenue  train  mileage  basis. 

tProportional. 

tDefldt. 
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TRAFFIC— IOWA— Continued. 


Passenger  and  Freight  Traffic 


Pamenger  and 
Freight  Earnings 


d 
o 

a 

< 


^1 


Gross  Earnings  From 
Operation 


a 
o 


o 

f 


Expense 


d 
d 
o 

a 


o 


s 


i 


^       20,412.73 

847,582.26 

16,706.52 

10,574,672.82 

8,8«6,M0.M 

1,744,508.26 

50,7»4.55 

14,274,700.18 

15,720.449.84 

994,754.80 

18,848,185.46 

65,222.39 

27,819.80 

8,917.68 

216,111.24 


110,800.46 

17,499.11 

862.82 

7,743.82 

10,066.18 

4,086.90 

2,257.58 

7,028.95 

9,970.49 

9.748.67 

6,888.84 

4,247.88 

1,679.74 

110.92 

^,879.17 


^       20,429.99 

861.276.60 

16,797.17 

10,788,262.88 

8,806,402.10 

1,797,866.46 

51,565.69 

14,295.804.74 

15,606,796.88 

992,924.00 

18,674,792.90 

66,206.62 

28,954.86 

47,148.00 

281,482.00 


10,818.18 

17,687.64 

866.99 

7,860.45 

10.818.46 

5,067.88 

2,424.69 

7,640.20 

9,949.78 

9,780.73 

6,496.40 

4,268.74 

1,644.22 

1,884.74 

8,960.07 


9         8, 
277, 

12. 
7,406. 
8,071, 
1,044. 

89 

•10,978! 

9,358, 

t808. 

9,807, 

88, 

20. 

87, 
140, 


775.74 
768.91 
848.67 
170.06 
068.60 
656.86 
298.06 
974.26 
086.72 
542.81 
844.18 
600.84 
555.58 
119.02 
.14 


8  4,482.19 

13,966.85 

665.28 

5,422.45 

8,053.98 

2,960.19 

1,746.86 

*5,866.48 

5,989.82 

t5,90l.06 

4,660.11 

2,976.22 

1.167.26 

1.068.94 

1.860.08 


Expense  of 

Running  and 

Management  of 

allTralns 

d~ 


S 


04 


9  5,886.96 
3,701.20 

201.71 
2,487.00 
2,164.48 
2,128.60 

678.38 
•1,778.72 
4,017.06 
8,826.77 
1.827.29 
1,277.52 

476.96 

260.80 
1,061.04' 


12.843.67 


t9,356,086.72tl.l2 


4,488,880.88 

2,170,460.51 
22,561.28 
19,640.28 

1,882,876.48 

60,754.96 

180,800.87 

22,786.88 

82,187.01 

1,148,810.80 
486,984.48 


6,2(78.61 
4,779.28 
084.64 
2,456.06 
8,889.95 
2,119.11 
1.775.89 
2.115.01 
83.889.08 
6,604.18 
5,618.80 


fn, 121 ,845.74 


I  7.140.06 


4,942,2U.20! 

2,280.4(9.86: 

20,672.06' 

19,640.28 

1,274,784.54 

61,668.96 

189.516.00 

20,900.97 

850.177.18 

1,161,810.80 

460.681.06 


972,688,150.89  8     7,281.88 


6,912.76 
4,906.97 
929.18 
8,455.08 
8.464.89 
2.150.99 
1,777.88 
8,180.88 
106,856.58 
5,661.56 
5,8U.65 


8,984,818.88 
1.516,836.58 

81,682.89 

15,887.74 
705,881.86 

61,138.71 
144,988.60 

16,000.26 
861,258.06 
915,560.66 
889,885.61 


5,508.69 
3,887.89 
1,296.48 
1,078.46 
1,913.06 
2,182.49 
1,860.12 
1,496.77 
146,860.86 
4,382.77 
4, 


1,400.07 

1.568.06 

:d67.25 

476.56 

1,541.88 

18.49 

454.60 

688.55 

:41,494.2r 

1,178.79 

1,688.42 


850.885,084.80 


I  5,106.61  f  2,172.82 


361,253.0617.86 


$  9.738,138.47 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  54-MILEAGE 


Railroads 


MUet  Run 


By  Trains  Earning  Reyenue 


94 


■^5 


Ames  A  College 

Atchison,   Topeka  &   Santa  Fe.-. 

Chicago,   Anamosa  A  Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  A  Quincy... 
Chicago   Great   Western 

Mason  City  A  Ft  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  A  Pacific. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul- 
Chicago  A  North-western 

Chicago,  St.    P.,  M.  A  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  A  Pacific... 

Colfax  Northern  

Crooked  Creek 

Dayennort,    R.  I.  &   N.  W 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  A  N 

Des   Moines   Union 

Des    Moines    Western 

Dubuque  A  S.  C.  (III.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albia  A  CentervlUe 

Manchester  A  Oneida  

Minneapolis  A  St.   Louis  

Muscatine,  North  A  South 

Newton  A  Northwestern 

Tabor  A   Northern _. 

Union   Pacific  

Wabash    _ 

Wlllmar  A  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.)... 


Totals 


18,972 
83.600 


1,012,088 

839,415 

23,788 

8,093,292 

4,106,286 

260,017 

4,156,064 

5,260 


93,675 


1,504,017 
612,796 


396,835 


66,026 


9,100 
283,390 
105.194 


16,682,006 


4,868 
90,399 


1,429,962 

637,800 

18,987 

6,123,264 

4,998,312 

285,288 

8,065.886 

14,293 


6. 

7,80L7 

86,121 


54,750 


1,828,818 
848,478 


"nMo 


U,068 
878,077 
815.867 


80,089,488 


313 
884,439 
187,178 

11,007 
801.348 

10,668 


18,064 
197,W7 
81,675 
87,484 
16,963 
48,840 


1,888,658 


3 

O 
H 


86,880 

181,876 

86,121 


8,471,990 
1,876,784 

43,068 

8,550,995 

0,846,770 

607,152 

8,448,282 

80,806 


148,485 


8,489,419 

1,568,781 

81,675 

87,434 

718,194 
48,840 

187,086 
14,981 
80,888 

600.870 

880.461 


87,048,070 


'Including  miles  run  by  switching  trains. 
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TRAFFIC— IOWA— COKTiircKD. 


Ulle 

a  Run 

1 
1' 

Average 

Frelgtit 

MIlsKge  of  Frelsbt  Ora 

By  Olher  Tralni 

It 

1° 

Is 

1° 

2 
S 

s 

III 

_ 

1 

I 

xT.^ 

310  ,S»     X 

s 
"is 

"1 

'■^dI^ 

-i-.^:^ 

1D1,1«0 

tn.93a 
11, us 

K».g 

s!bs 

381.3(8 

14.051. 383 
4.8W.TW 

TD.aes 
so.m.w 

'ioiItt 

78.138 

1.*35:mB 
3S.970 

8.443,138 

3,0S8.07O 

LEn.MS 

107  .am 
i,m,*63 

'■i;i 

" 

60,m,4iB 
i.Tia.esa 

»1,5E8.4» 

uiwilsir 

ai,Boa,»4a 

■? 

" 

J 

18,0«.100 

'3 

■a.in- 

IM.OIS 

1».,4T7 

,-.  > 

'■^;£ 

*5I>,SM 

isias 

s.Bio,B»    n 
n.iM  — 

S 

'm'.w 
sts'.m 

"■'IJ:^T 

s.sis.m 



M.Wf 

iis9;w 

181.01^ 

losiw^ 

443,083 

«0,154 

wa.ago 

iolsT 

'1 

iit.»« 
»,osr,3» 

e.tsslsre 

sss.aw 

1  ws'Sb 



^ 

ID 

iT4.sm 

S.WS,1M 

l.BW.BW 

43,141.639 

** 

m,T5T.»M 

138.S0a,«7 

».».» 

63.!S1I,158 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  55— MILEAGE 


Railroads 


Passenger 


0  AovC 


82  ►^S 
2 


Ames  &  College  

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe 

Chicago,    Anamosa    &    Northern 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy 

Chicago   Great   Western   

Mason   City   &   Ft.    Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  -. 
Chicago  &  North-Western   — 

Chicago,   St.    P.,  M.     ft   Omaha   . 

Chicago.    Rock    Island    &    Pacific 

Colfax  Northern  

Crooked    Creek    

Davenport,    R.  I.  &   N.  W 

Des  MoineB,   Iowa  Falls  &,  N 

Des    Moines    Union   — 

Des  Moines  Western  

Dubuque  &  8.  C.    (111.    Cent.) 

Iowa   Central   

Albia   &  Centenrille   

Manchester   ft   Oneida   

Minneapolis  ft  St.    Louis   

Muscatine,    North    ft    South 

Newton    ft    Northwestern    

Tabor  ft  Northern  

Union    Pacific    .- 

Wabash    

Wlllinar  ft  Sioux  Falls  (Gr.  N.) 


Totals 


8, 

1«. 
1. 


12. 

S. 
14. 


406,460 
062,613 
U,909 
468,895 
068,722 
859,261 
259,481 
246,478 
574,510 
182,835 
953,636 
123.780 


91,847 


1, 


1. 


8, 
5, 


295.889 

737,438 

13.818 

25,924 

114,607 

11,945 

18.978 

14,010 

078,588 

2^,493 

344.699 


94,752,879 


796.851 

806,927,725 

148,006 

892,747,607 

97,501,157 

20,885,453 

6,972,168 

549,597,967 

805,662,737 

165,531,649 

676,897,606 

622.342 


2,211,807 


69,988,822 

22,640,824 
248,222 
207,392 

51,064.856 

188,170 

636,128 

160,607 

413,527.715 

869.294,716 

18,886,376 


4,997.587,508 
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TRAFFIC-ENTIRE  LINE. 


Passenger 


Average  dis- 
tance car- 
ried—miles 

Total 
passenger 
revenue 

Average 
amount  re- 
ceived 
from  each 
passenger 

Average  re- 
ceipts per 
passenger 
per  mile 

Total 
passenger 
earnings 

Passenger 
earnings 
per  mile  of 
road 

Passenger 
earnings 
per  train 
mile 

1.96 
lOO.OO 
12.33 
64.21 
80.55 
53.94 
26.88 
44.88 
31.50 
52.01 
45.27 

6.08 

$    16,641.86 

17.348,»IS.26 

3,844.81 

18,478,176.52 

1,990,820.50 

416,356.42 

165,012.16 

12,102,196.28 

16,111,788.70 

3,780,734.35 

16,106,174.26 

8,474.86 

1,085.06 

$    .041 

2.14646 

.88048 

1.06336 

1.82813 

1.15806 

.50758 

.98828 

.62090 

l.lffl57 

1.01013 

.06647 

"OOBO" 

.02071 

.02150 

.02507 

.02060 

.08041 

.01998 

.02223 

.06802 

.02 

.02271 

.02832 

.01362 

Toiwio 

$     16,641.86 

28,419,918.00 

6,976.78 

23,348,932.78 

8,461,568.07 

460,680.46 

193.063.50 

16.226,790.26 

19,306,364.23 

4,890,887.31 

17.881,614.87 

8,560.96 

2.048.41 

6,441.84 

61,507.36 

$     8,3^.47 

8,845.08 

304.88 

8.634.31 

8,006.70 

1,216.00 

712.41 

8,231.19 

8,556.91 

2,574.98 

2,564.34 

659.23 

116.03 

111.00 

820.64 

$      .78080 

1.46667 

.28798 

1.39686 

.99978 

.53198 

.77866 

1.10461 

1.10559 

1.15879 

1.13211 

.53858 

166756 

46.31 
31.45 
17.97 
8.00 
45.81 
15.75 
28.20 
10.75 
1^4.33 
70.34 
88.70 

1,820,291.81 

607,915.56 

7,443.83 

7,484.64 

984,214.91 

7,240.39 

14,288.09 

6,433.78 

8,127,812.74 

6,891,288.83 

846.801.13 

1.01928 
.6876 
.5380 
.28639 
.88308 
.60613 
.75295 
.38786 
8.64015 
1.3186 
1.00486 

.02201 
.02843 
.02099 
.03679 
.01927 
.06847 
.08670 
.08608 
.01966 
.01866 
.08606 

1,684,152.90 

614,572.58 

9,176.83 

8.380.15 

1,186,065.87 

8,841.31 

20,084.86 

6.926.50 

11,190,828.00 

8.507,253.39 

419,327.81 

8,137.88 

1,100.64 

376.08 

1,041.14 

1,366.78 

287.45 

186.41 

644.06 

•  8,723.87 

3,417.30 

960.10 

.96631 
.72006 
.2906 
.3036 
1.04362 
.19464 
.30687 
.46434 
1.68318 
1.13H81 
.7052 

62.38 

$  106,773,205.48 

1.00519     .02003 

$  30.474.808.00 

$     2.882.06 

1.38738 

THIBTIETH  ANNUAL  REPOST  OF  THE 


-MILEAGE  TRAFFIC 


FTBlght  TnJBc 

tUOlMOt 

111 

2 

|ji  if 

7.T« 

-      1G,»     1.M 

t        ._._ 

Atehlun,    Topsk.   «    8anU    Fe- 

Cblcago.    Anntnonn   ft   Northern 

ChicaBO.   Burlington   ft   Qulocy 

H.Olf 
0,333 
l.tTI 

44,  U£ 

tsloes 

T* 

WlscoQHln.  MlnneaotB  £  Paciflc 

S,lU;6Sa;i31  ISD.BB 

TB 

Cblcago  &  North-western 

B,t»,7n,WT 
l.(M,W4.BES 

S,836, W8.au 

».i»«,Bro 

« 

CbtcagD.  Rock  iBland  Ik  PaclSc 

n 

!m.SM 

T,Mi),a» 

-" 

IM 

SU.BS 

s.sn,v» 

58,371 

t,aii.aei 

U.7» 
8.B30.68B 
13,S*>,5gl 

si9,ia7,»s 

3W, ^1,438 

lown  ('entml   

1.MI.W         a.S(H 

SS7 
38! 

12 

S38.Mi:^i'  yrias      B.eai 

3.ll!>5,;!>i    LT.iS,              U 

S.SSS.*-^'    M.W             199 

IW,^-.    I'l.TS               IS 

3,Me,SV.,-T.i,13,       3»,0W 

3,3Sa.3U.?',T  IlSao,       18,M6 

ll5,TOi,:(K;i.|.io       l,s«o 

m 

S 

WlllmBr  &   aioui   FaU«(CN.) 

70 

TottU    

ia9.tei.KT 

"•»■"••' 

«.» 

SX18.TN 

Oi 

^ 
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—ENTIRE  LINE— Continued  . 


Freight  Traffic 

Average 
amount  re- 
ceived for 
each  ton  of 
freight 

Average  re- 
ceipts per 
ton  per  mile 

ToUl  freight 
earnings 

Freight  earn- 
ings per  mile 
of  road 

Freight  earn- 
ings per 
train  mile 

Average  cost 
per  ton  per 
mile  to  move 
freight 

Average  num- 
ber of  tons 
of  freight 
In  train 

Average  num- 
ber of  tons  of 
fr'ghtlneach 
loaded  car 

Average  num- 
ber of  tons  of 
fr'ghtlneach 
carL.  C.  L. 

$  .50 

9      .85868 
.00988 
.07484 
.00787 
.00656 
.0099 
.01731 
.00666 
.00904 
.00664 
.00063 
.01588 

9           8,870.67 

68,991,906.86 

10,786.74 

66,065,798.65 

6,383,698.60 

1,487.667.49 

497,730.76 

44,141,585.68 

49,848,660.27 

9,447,898.40 

86,5^,944.91 

46,668.43 

85,775.89 

--------- 

$         1,064.98 
7,669.95 
547.88 
6,886.54 
7,789.60 
8,096.02 
1,886.72 
6,068.75 
6,585.69 
5,540.67 
5,238.92 
3,588.65 
1,463.70 

2^068^51 

$      .84896 
8.08078 

.48311 
8.10867 
8.080U 
8.6461 
8.07287 
2.88508 
2.46677 
8.10061 
2.53316 
1.86046 

2.82817 

8.73187 
.94868 

884.00 
9.00 
804.06 
806.00 
868.00 
176.71 
878.68 
8n.36 

16.00 
9.00 
17.65 
15.00 
16.00 
17.08 
14.78 
16.00 



8.83878 



1.78081 

1.8954 

.95400 
1.5427 





1.80612 

1.28162 

8.28074 

265.98 
118.17 

15.08 
88.14 

.13501 
.7560 



8.80 

.(Wa87 

.51848 









1.36666 

.00706 

.00688 

.01025 

.09641 

.0128 

.01717 

.01914 

.00960 
.00656 
.01091 

8,669,488.63 

8,606,887.48 

18,385.45 

11,811.13 

8,681,850.79 

58,518.66 

160,286.01 

15,807.88 

88,060,606.25 

18,885,280.13 

1,508,006.28 

4,855.28 
4,491.75 
548.58 
1,418.89 
3,092.38 
1,831.65 
1,587.47 
1,470.50 
11,000.36 
7,486.77 
8,647.57 

1.92787 
1.8111 
.42303 
.4188 
8.R8605 
1.8i088 
8.2S5 
1.05048 
8.60830 
2.04081 
8.00734 

871.47 

288.36 

41.35 

15.48 
15.02 
16.88 

1.06806 
.8506 





.7878 

1.00816 

257.10 
72.23 

14.78 
20.81 

.46841 

1.00 

.09688 

1.07888 

3.74878 

875.70 
860.80 
288.35 

16.13 
18.07 
19.49 

1.3687 
1.68008 

6.00 

1.81761 

.00644 

$  819,697,517.99 

$         6,579.63 

8.84847 

248.13 

16.73 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  67-MILEAGE  TRAFFIC 


Railroads 


Passenger  and  Freight  Traffic 


Passenger  and  Freight  Revenue 


Ames  &  College _ 

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe... 
Chicago,  Anamosa  A  Northern... 
Chicago,  Burlington  A  Quincy— 
Chicago    Great   Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul- 
Chicago  &  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  &  Omaha- 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific... 

Colfax  Northern  

Crooked  Creek  

Davenport,  R.  I.   &  N.  W 

Des  Aioines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

Des    Moines    Union 

Des    Moines    Western _ 

Dubuque  &  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albia   &   Centervilie _ 

Manchester  &  Oneida  

Minneapolis  A  St.   Louis  

Muscatine,  North  &  South ___. 

Newton  A   Northwestern 

Tabor  &   Northern 

Union   Pacific  _ 

Wabash    

Willmar  &   Sioux    Falls  (O  N.)... 


$ 


20 

70,194 

14 

74,4d6 

8,324 

1.843 

650 

56,217 

65,195 

13,183 

61,637 

55 

26 

5 

200 


,412.78 
,417.75 
,573.56 
,860.06 
,028.19 
.943.91 
,742.92 
,256.88 
,034.90 
,947.39 
,119.16 
,127.28 
,639.11 
,441.24 
,586.20 


Totals 


4,999.210.74 

3,016,242.98 

20,829.28 

18,735.07 

8,665,565.70 

50,754.04 

188,513.10 

21,241.06 

41,187,406.99 

25,856,575.12 

1,036,984.83 


$  422,537.700.64 


1.06 

6,900.08 

19.60 

8,883.40 

818.36 

886.25, 

271.00 

7,273.50 

7,660.04 

1,641.61 

6,937.18 

13.00 

17.61 

49.02 

75.06 


760.88 

668.43 

24.40 

8.00 

867.10 

28.67 

106.60 

8.79 

8,006.32 

8,016.00 

436.73 


10,800.40 

10,159.81 

856.00 

8,405.00 

10,284.12 

4,773.96 

2,406.66 

7,728.96 

8,634.37 

8,080.49 

7,405.10 

4,240.56 

1,612.73 

111.00 

2,806.67 


6,678.95 

6,401.20 

853.66 

2,841.96 

4,227.89 

8.064.20 

1,721.51 

1,975.97 

13,704.83 

10,078.93 

4,435.00 


48,647.15$         8,685.76 


•Deficit. 
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—ENTIRE  LINE— Continued. 


Passenger  and  Freight  Traffic 

Passenger  and  Freight 
Karnings 

Qross  Earnings  from 
Operation 

Expenses 

Net  Earnings  from 
Operaaon 

** 

9 

** 

• 

** 

9 

** 

9 

a 

•rm 

a 

^4 

a 

a 

0 

i 

9 

o 

6    ■ 

0 

o 

a 

o 

a 

o 

a 

B 

g 

a 

IS 

a 

& 

< 

a< 

< 

A^ 

< 

A^ 

< 

a< 

ao,ii2. 

75,4U,8B6. 

16,706. 

79,414,790. 

8.785,M1. 

1,807,M7. 

090,704. 

80,870,875. 

68,066,094. 

13,888,730. 

64,418,669. 

56,822. 

87,819. 

6,441. 

216,111. 


78 
86 
52 
87 
76 
96 
26 
88 
50 
71 
78 
89 
80 
24 
24 


I 


HO, 
10, 

8, 
10, 
4. 
2, 
8, 
9, 
8, 
7, 
4. 
1. 


800.46i$ 

914.87 

866.99 

969.86 

785.20 

912.02 

649.06 

299.94 

092.61 

115.65 

806.26 

247.88 

509.98 

111.00 

879.17 


5,;(U,681.6ii 

8,122,899.95 

29,561.28 

19,640.28 

8,806,486.06 

60,764.96 

189,800.87 

82,780.88 

44,260,418.26 

27,482,478.62 

2,012,883.48 


$  450,132,416.99 


6,992.06 

6,502.29 

924.64 

2,466.08 

4,469.04 

8,119.10 

1,775.89 

2,U5.01 

14,724.12 

10,904.27 

4,007.67 


20, 

76,630, 

16, 

81,706, 

8,897, 

1,956, 

736, 

60.548, 

68,878, 

14,042. 

55,688, 

56, 

28, 

87, 


420.99 
807.70 
797,17 
807.88 
481.81 
906.16 
417.20 
564.45 
981.82 
848.78 
487.45 
896.62 
954.80 
063.82 
482.02 


6,826, 

8,2L6, 

22, 

19. 

4,168. 

61, 

189, 

22, 

46,612, 

27,566, 

f,087. 


807.02 
246.72 
672.06 
640.88 
958.97 
668.96 
616.00 
000.97 
088.64 
000.40 
611.68 


$10,818,181$ 

11,002.64 

866.99 

9,218.28 

10,872.33 

5,066.66 

2.717.41 

8,824.44 

9,122.26 

8,236.35 

7,964.58 

4,268.74 

1,644.88 

1,776.08 

2,060.07 


,000.00 

6.750.44 

929.18 

2,456.03 

4,789.48 

2,150.99 

1,777.82 

2,180.32 

16,144.12 

10.956.77 

4,642.71 


$  9.868.21  $  467,991,438.08$  9.414.97 


8,776.74 

47.161.986.95 

12,848.07 

68,184,494.99 

7,076,895.77 

1,190,849.47 

428,281.51 

89,400.410.14 

44,789,085.88 

9,171,115.81 

88,560,096.81 

88,690.84 

20,566.58 

60,018.15 

140,889.14 


4,068,707.88 

2,156,834.06 

81,682.80 

15.827.74 

2,568,542.41 

61,188.71 

144,068.60 

16,000.28 

26,884,184.74 

80,488,619.75 

1.868.052.08 


$  302,007,508.28 


$ 


4,482.19 
6,826.14 
665.28 
6,564.58 
8,646.82 
8,061.82 
1,661.74 
6.416.91 
5,981.82 
6,878.86 
6,580.68 
2,976.82 
1,107.20 
1,420.10 
1,889.06 


6,841.88 
8,802.81 
1,206.48 
1,978.46 
2,960.60 
2,182.49 
1,800.12 
1,496.77 
8,500.18 
8,118.14 
8,008.14 


I  0,826.02 


29,477, 

8, 

28,680, 

1,822, 

760, 

813. 

21,148, 

24,060. 

4,871, 

10,973, 

16, 

8, 

17, 

81. 


064.26 
880.76 
968.50 
812.84 
085.44 
040.00 
186.00 
144.81 
906.99 
727.97 
891.24 
007.78 
899.88 
460.17 
142.88 


1,787, 

1.060, 

•8, 

8, 

1.694, 

44, 

6, 

19,678, 

7,141, 

674, 


189.14 
412.67 
900.88 
812.64 
411.56 
680.26 
567.60 
810.69 
798.80 
400.66 
660.50 


$6,886.96 

4,200.60 

201.71 

2,668,70 

2,226.S1 

1,064.86 

1,156.07 

2,007.68 

8,190.44 

2,867.00 

2,488.96 

1,877.66 

470.96 

865.98 

1,081.04 


2,826.68 

1,807.18 

•807.26 

470.66 

1,888.70 

18.49 

417.70 

688.66 

6,574.09 

2,888.68 

1,644.67 


$  166,063,920.76  $8,188.85 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.   58— MILEAGE  TRAFFIC 


Railroads 


Miles  Run 


By  Trains  Earning  Revenue 


04 


o 


▲mes  A,  College 

Atchison,   Topeka  &   Santa   Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  &  Northern 

Chicago,   Burlington  A,  Quincy 

Chicago   Great   Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific 

Chicago,  Milwaulcee  &  St.   Paul 

Chicago  &  North-western 

Chicago,  St.    P.,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern  

Crooked  Creek 

Davenport,    R.  I.  &    N.  W. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

Des   Moines   Union 

Des    Moines   Western 

Dubuque  &  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albla  &   Centervllle 

Manchester  A  Oneida  

Minneapolis  &  St.   Louis  

Muscatine,  North  &  South 

Newton  A   Northwestern— 

Tabor   &   Northern 

Union   Pacific  

Wabash    — 

Wlllmar  &   Sioux   Palls  (G  N.) 


Totals    .. 


13,972 
13,!U7,823 


16,440,176 

2,447,006 

889,902 

247,602 

12,194,535 

16,265;i03 

3,241,847 

15,122,959 

5,260 


93,675 


1,667,604 
656,904 


1,113,266 
65^086 


6.819,683 

7,444,820 

447,960 


97,417,075 


4,268 

15,469,584 


16,773,037 

3,130,108 

560,016 

162,820 

17,UO,406 

18,807,930 

3,911,695 

13,749,589 

14,208 


6,086 

2,088,425 

26,121 

1,281,971 

5,2S6 

848 

1,390,480 

1,197,488 

507,090 

671,060 

10,602 


64,760 


1,000,661 
1,187,308 


006,781 


9.000,871 

0,080,248 

807,580 


112,878,287 


13,064 
107,W7 
31,675 
27,484 
22,202 
42,840 

"ulm 

74,716 
142,815 
140,076 


7,008,600 


26,880 

30,755,782 

26,121 

88,406,484 

6,688,846 

1,448,906 

410,274 

80,605,870 

36,270,471 

7,720,W2 

20,544,488 

80,906 


148,426 


3,581,420 

2,040,870 

81.575 

27,484 

2,042,880 

42,840 

137,086 

14,021 

16,004,970 

16,076,883 

002,104 


817.007,888 


"Including  miles  run  by  switching  trains. 
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17O.870,<e< 
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St0,681 
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U. 787. 847 
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m'.m'.tm 

'  w'.xs 

10,3M,T91 

t,m,4oa 
$;<ss.2SB 

B,  007,680 

ir.3K> 

9.6W 

168,015 







180.477 

17»,»l 

n.us 

m.ta 

<»,iBg 

1.00B.(tt4 

81,57! 

ii 

1 

» 

8 

''S 

17.9H,140 
B.Sn.DU 

7.088,000 

i;7w;ss3 

S,106 

B,04a.m 

H.8n 

SK 

11 

i 

7.887.718 

8.888,  Im 

68.1« 

t.m.os 
14:4a 

106, H4 

'■"^■S 

W.8I* 

S4B.9M 
N,790,*W 

i;oe6:ssa 

11 

u 

8 

IW, 281 .081 

8;a0o;i»i 

iog.tTD.3«a 
8i.wo,ioe 

8,767.884 

S»,S76,B41 

i;ios,o» 

"m'ra 

»r.BM.»flO 

18.038,060 

aB,147.B0B 

»,       15 

> 

»M,518,m3 

BM.1S6.887 

866,881,988 

851.890.887 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.   59— 


Railroads 


Products  of  Agriculture 

sS 

5« 
S2 

o 

a 

u 
d 
o 

->4 

m 

o 

u. 

o 

X 

f- 

Ames  &  College 1 

Atchlson,   Topeka  &   Santa  Fe 

Chicago,   Anamosa  &  Northern 

Chicago*   Burlington  &  Quincy 

Chicago   Great   Western 

Mason  City  &  Ft  Dodge 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.   Paul 

Chicago  &  North-Western 

Chicago,  St.    P.,  M.  &  Omahs 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern  j. 

Crooked  Creek  

Dayenport,    B.  I.  &    N.  W 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  N 

Des   Moines   Union 

Des    Moines    Western 

Dubuque  &  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albla  &   Centervllle 

Manchester  &  Oneida  

Minneapolis  &  St.   Louis  

Muscatine,  North  &  South 

Newton  &   Northwestern 

Tabor  &   Northern 

Union  Pacific  

WftbAflli 

Willmar  &''Soux'Fari8"03'N?)..Il.riIIIiri 


Totals 


2,095 


174 


441,818 

177,3U 

50,452 

760,040 

,114,497 

67,967 

962.190 

5S8 

7,880 

43,781 


556,881 

208,643 

184 


241,942 

8,128 

41,460 

387,890 
48,540 


5,181,880 


880,040 

74,140 

82,617 

44,865 

28,619 

7,462 

260,247 

191 

71 

m 


78,886 

116,077 

378 


20,884 

1,082 

960 

28,707 
9,848 


1,086.460 


25,495 

7,414 

3,638 

67.895 

45,590 

7.156 

116,867 

12 


887 


84,370 
10,432 


27,578 
6,800 


416,948 


16,861 
19,710 
8,186 
26,094 
20,777 
11,192 
74,477 
150 


789 


85,041 

10,068 

161 


18,977 
280 
917 

16,878 
8.181 


861,601 


128 
32 
1 


54,787 
17,170 

0,037 
10,880 
81,900 

9,900 
170,1 


71, 
15, 


4,T71 
4,668 


7.1 


710.004 


'Including  eh( 
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TONNAGE— IOWA. 


Products  of  Agriculture 

Products  of  Animals 

1 

S 

g 

o 

other  agri- 
cultural 
products 

1 

n 

1 

OD 

s 

M 
V 

1 

► 
Z3 

Other  pack- 
ing house 
products 

4 

-3 

o 

h 

M 

1 

1      ___.        — __ 

100 

88 

8,811 



108,817 

86,606 

19,700 

8n,168 

806,886 

78,906 

485,974 

714 

1,050 

5,871 

196,912 

76,645 

400 

43^640 
8,080 
5.948 

186,4M 

54,489 

6,544 

67,666 

88.M7 

589 

71,640 

3 

188,689 
81,785 
10,065 

116,848 
40,816 
81,107 
07,869 

4.4M 

1,066 

8S1 

6,905 

5,781 

490 

87,977 

8,718 
871 
906 

6.606 

5,060 

148 

4,048 

8,170 
8,441 

881 
8,109 
4,714 

818 
8,198 

808 

"  lilooo 
^8^864 

"•IT^WO 
•8,440 



7,848 



6,006 





-    -      - 




^" 

m 

10^790 
8,870 

m 
""soloes 

14,915 

878 
60 

149 

"161746 
8,488 

"""elSo 

59 





^ioi 



160 

~no.fl9i 



— 

""7^8» 
1,808 

87 

"""g^wi 

060 
188 

— ..... 

80l    Y,uz 

.....i             1 

8,908 

1 

""8^588 

64 

^^HW^nB^HW 

--- 
71 

i]Uo 

— ^—  ^M  MM  m 

»MMW««BWM 

80,970 
008 

S7,601 
18,881 

64;     10,474 
7,548       6,640 

Sr,806 

96,087 
914 

9,818 
8.988 



._..... 

.— — 

803 

68,885 

84,958 

88,067 

64 

1,862,580 

808,778 

568.773 

100,948 

58,966 

48,681 

8,960 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  60— TONNAGE 


Products  of  Mines 

Railroads 

Anthracite 
coal 

Bituminous 
coal 

1 

O 

Stone,  sand  and 
other  like 
articles 

i 

Ames  &  College 

208 

74^088 
40,000 

296 

18,419 
8,678 

86,977 
206 
280 

338 

Atchison,   Topeka  &   Santa  Fe . 

Chicago,   Anamosa  A  Northern 

8,272 

""ioolwo 

61,961 

79,869 

480,181 

760,107 

16,882 

978.258 

886,200 

8,648 

""'194^450 

249 

"9S^907 
19,439 
15,201 
97,748 
68,378 
86,811 
141, 96:^ 

14,151 

"26^454 

Chicago,   Burlington  &   Quincy 

Chicago   Great   Western . 

-— ,_ 



Mason  City  &  Ft  Dodjpre 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  &  Pacific 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul 

Chicago  &  North-western 

8;ii7 

780 

156 

61,731 

100 

7,66(2 

1,960 

148 

48,268 

"""2I476 

17,409 
"30^435 
88 

537 

Chica|[0,  St.   P.,  M.  &  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern 

Crooked  Creek 

Davenport,    R.  I.  A,   N.  W. -- 

I>e8  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  A  N 

Des   Moines   Union 

Des    Moines    Western 

Dubuque  A  S.  C.  (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central  

Albla   A  Centervllle 

SCooi 

20,566 
186 

6,948 

8,007 

«76 

847,168 
88,015 

""148^989 

28,848 

189,688 

"ii^iTi 

7,178 
67 

861 

61 

208 

"'"8^978 
908 

""68^608 

80,8U 

6,146 

o'soo 

11,276 
4.5-17 

"17^783 
6.161 

Manchester  A  Oneida  

Minneapolis  A  St.   Louis 

Muscatine.  North  &  South 

""8^639 

Newton  A  Northwestern 

Tabor  &   Northern — 

Union   Pacific  

Wabash   

Wlllmar  A   Sioux   Falls  (G  N.) 

88,676 
11,996 

44,411 
104,166 

21,280 
8,040 

17,678 
1,948 

16.886 
16.480 

Totals    

816.070 

6,171.176 

98,706 

88,400 

666,787 

76,468 

^Including  telegraph,   telephone  and  electric  light  poles, 
flncludlng    brick. 
Unduding  scrap  iron, 
i including  brick  and  tile. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


TABLE  No.  07— TONNAQE  GROSSING 


MlMlBslppl  RlTer 


Railroads 


Ames  ft  College 

Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe 

Ctaicaco,  Anamosa  ft  Northern 

Chicago.  Barllngton  ft  Qaincy 

Chicago    Great    Western 

Mason  City  ft  Ft.  Dodge :.. 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  ft  Paciflc... 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul 

Chicago  ft  North-Westem 

Chicago,  St.  P.,  M.  ft  Omaha 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 

Colfax  Northern  

Crooked  Creek   

Davenport,  R.  I.  ft  N.  W 

Des  Moines.  Iowa  Falls  ft  N 

Des  Moines  Union 

Des    Moines    Western 

Dubaqae  ft  S.  C.   (111.  Cent.) 

Iowa  Central 

Albla   ft   Centervlllc 

Manchester  ft  Oneida 

Minneapolis  ft   St.    Louis 

Muscatine,  North  ft  South 

Newton  ft   Northwestern 

Tabor   &   Northern 

Union   Pacific  

Wabash    ___ 

Willmar  ft  Sioux  Falls  (G.  N.) 


Fort  Madison  

Burlington 


i  North    McGregor. 

I  Sabola 

Clinton  


Davenport- 


729.874;      915,l(tt 

I  I 


1,M4,47B 


S44,6S4,  209,2971 
1,981,808  l,M6,806i 
2.389,287   1,120,838 


818,9n 
8,878,106 
4.069,985 


1,171,938  1,857,877'  8,088,115 


Dubuque    _. 
Keithsbnrg 


1,061,565   1,078,874   2,135,420 
434,788       705,818  1,140,090 


Council    Bluffs 


,  2.107,861 


Totals 


10,371,787  10,871, 987, 22,811 ,0r> 

I  I 
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MISSISSIPPI  AND  MISSOURI  RIVERS. 


Missouri  River 


Location  of  Bridge 


■d 
a 

o 

OS 


•d 
a 

o 

«-• 

00 
0) 


Council   Bluffs   

Blair,   Nebraska  .. 
I  Omaha.   Nebraska 
Slonx   City   


{ 


Conncll   Blafts 


406,106 
078.689 
965,4ffi 
1,016 


110,40S 


o 


406,468 

444,6S8 

80,610 


U6,082 


806,660 

1,081,108 

845,088 

600,796 


886,084 


Council    Bluffs 


1.644,065 


1,876,580 


8,167,861 


6,066,970 
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TABLE  Ho.  68 
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—ACCIDENTS. 


Killed 

Inlured 

r                                                _ 

Cause  of  Death 

as 

d 

I 

S 

o 

•a 
a 

H 

00 

u 
O 

1 

Cause  of  Inlury 

Highway 
crossings 

s 

S 

d 

<o 

ft 

8 

CD 

3 

Overhead  ob- 
structions 

00 
9 

d 

i 

CO 

While  intoxi- 
cated 

Trespassers 
on  track 

B 
0) 

a 

ft 

g 

d 

0 

Caught  in  frog 
of  switch 

Coupling  cars 

Falling  from 
train 

Getting  on  or 
ofl  trains 

Highway 
crossings 

00 
P 

s 

d 

ft 

V 

00 

s 

Overhead  ob- 
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00 
0) 
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OQ 

While  intoxi- 
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-— . 
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--.- 

.... 
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1 

74       3 

^78 

— 

i 



3 

i 
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70 

.... 

— 

.~. 

.... 
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2 

9 

1 

3 

2 

9 

24 
9 

370 
66 
15 

86 
2 

430 

103 

24 

12 
17 

14 

20 

1 

8|      9 

8l      6 

23 

12 
7 

49 
6 

7 

17 

881 
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MILEAGE,  OFFICERS  AND  DIRECTORS  OF  RAIL. 

WAY  COMPANIES 


1. 


AMES  AND  COLLEGE  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
PROPERTY  OPERATED 

Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
a  Main  line. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To— 


u 
o 

2  o  ° 


u 
**  o  5 

B  OB  S 

ft  "• 


President 

Secretary     

General  Counsel    

Auditor     

Qeneral  Managrer   

Oeneral  Frelgrht  Agrent... 
(General    Passenger    Agrent 


1. 

Ames  ft  College  Ry 

Ames.    Iowa 

Campus, 

Iowa 

1.86 

1.96 

OFFICERS 

Title 

Name 

Location  of  Office 

S.   R.   Dyer 

W.  Chamberlain 

S.   R.   Dyer 

W.  Chamberlain 

J.  Li.  Blake 

C.   H.   Crooks 

C.   H.  Crooks 


Boone, 
Boone, 
Boone, 
Boone, 
Boone. 
Boone, 
Boone, 


Iowa. 
Iowa, 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postoffice  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

S.   R.   Dyer 

C.    E.    Rice 

W    H.  Beun 

Boone,  Iowa 

Boone,  Iowa 

Boone,  Iowa 

Boone.  Iowa 

Boone,  Iowa 

Boone,  Iowa 

April  1,  1908, 
April  1.  1908. 
April  1.  1908. 
April  1,  1908. 
April  1,  1908. 
April  1,  1908. 

C.  O.  Elbert 

C.   W.   Ken  worthy 

W.  Chamberlain   

1.     Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election.  7. 

3.  Postoffice  address  of  greneral  office,  Ames,  Iowa. 

4.  Postoffice  address  of  operatlngr  office,  Boone,  Iowa. 
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ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COB£PANY 

PROPERTY  OPERATED. 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

h  Branches  and  spnrs. 
8.    Proprietary  companies  wliose  entire  capital  stock  Is  owned  by  this  comi>any. 
8.    Line  operated   under  lease  for   specliled  snm. 
6.    Line  operated  ander  tracka^  rights. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To— 


u 
o 

a  • 


u 


1.  a  Atchison,   Topeka  ft  Santa 
Fe  Ry 


1.  ft  Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa 
Fe  Ry 


ChicaiTo  (Stewart 

Ave.)   Ill _ 

Ottawa,  Kas 

Chanute   Kas 

Florence.   Kas 

Newton,    Kas 

Hutchinson,  Kas 

La  Junta,   Colo 

Islets,   N.    M 

Rincon,    N.  M 

Kern  Jet.,   Cal. 

Bars  tow,  Cal.  

San  Bernardino,  Cal 

ADCona,  111.  

Pekin  Jet.,  Ill 

Lexington  Jet.,  Mo. 

St.   Joseph,    Mo 

HoUiday,  Kan 

Wilder,  Kas.  

Lawrence,  Kas. 

Burlingame,  Kas.  — 
Osage  City.  Kas — 
Burlington  Jet., Kas 

Colony,    Kas.   

Chanute,  Kas 

Emporia,    Kas.    

Madison  Jet.,  Kas. 
Cherry  vale,  Kas.  ._ 
Independence,    Kas. 

Havana,  Kas.  

State  Line,  Kas.  .. 
Strong  City,  Kas — 

Neva,  Kas.  

Abilene,  Kas.  

Manchester,  Kas.  .. 

Florence,    Kas.   

Little  River,    Kas.- 

Augusta,   Kas.   

Newklrk,  Okla 

Guthrie  Jet.,   Okla. 

Ripley,   Okla.   

Seward,    Okla 

Pauls  Valley.  I.  T. 

Davis.  I.  T 

Hutchinson,    Kas... 

Wichita,    Kas 

Mulvane,    Kas 

Attica,   Kas.   

Wellington,  Kas.  — 
Wellington,  Kas.  — 
Great  Bend,  Kas... 

Larned.   Kas.   

Canon  Jet.,  Colo.  — 

Clelland,    Colo 

Las  Vegas,   N.    M.. 


Near  Needles,  Cal..^ 

Texas    State    Line 

Longton,   Kas.    

Winfleld,    Kas. 

Pauls   Valley.    I.    T- 

Klnsley,   Kas. 

Denver,    Colo.    

Deming,   N.    M. 

Texas  State  Line  

Point  Richmond,  Cal. 
National  City,  Cal.  - 
Orange,  Cal 

Streator  Jet.,  Ill 

Pekin,   111.   

St.  Joseph,  Mo.  

Emporia  Jet.,  Kas.  .. 

Topeka,    Kas.    

Hawthorne,   Kas. 

Ottawa,    Kas.    

Alma,    Kas.    

Quenemo,    Kas. 

Gridley,   Kas.   

Yates  Center,  Kas.  .. 

Chicopee,   Kas. 

Mollne,  Kas. 

Benedict  Jet.,  Kas. 

Coflfeyville,    Kas. 

Cedarvale,  Kas. 

Caney,   Kas. 

Tulsa,   I.   T.   

Bazar,    Kas.    

Nebraska    State    Line 

Salina,   Kas. 

Barnard,  Kas. 

Elllnwood,   Kas.   

Holy  rood,   Kas. 

Wellington,   Kas.   

Purcell.   I.   T 

Cushing  Jet.,  Okla.  .. 

Esau   Jet.,    Okla.   

Oashlon,    Okla.    , 

LIndsey,  I.  T. 

Sulphur,    I.    T 

Ponca  City,  Okla 

Pratt,    Kas 

Englewood,*  Kas 

Medicine  Lodge,  Kas. 

Caldwell,  Kas. 

Tonkawa,  Okla.  

Scott  City,  Kas. 

.lotmore,   Kas.   

Rockvale,    Colo.   

Canon  City,  Colo 

Las  Vegas  Hot  Springs 
N.   M 


1,9S9.S1 
896.08 

44.18 

72.73 
878.91 

88.08 
1S1.98 
820.40 

56.40 
806.48 
878.10 

47.80 

80.78 
81.88 
78.40 
111.08 
58.70 
45.41 
87.19 
34.80 
19.48 
68.86 
84.71 
67.71 
83.28 
40.5r 

n.ftp 

54.79 

5.80 

67.18 

11.68 

151.83 
22.56 
43.66 
96.ZI 
86.80 
86.081 

148. 40< 
47.85' 

40.41 ; 

10.60! 

84.181 

9.28 

141.38 
79.77 

166.38 
21.08 
20.44 
43.86 

120.07' 
46.83 
86.21 
6.83 

9.01 


8,879.64 
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ATCHISON,  TOPEKA  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY— CONTINUED 


Name 


Terminals 


From- 


To- 


u 
o 

(0  o  B 


♦*o© 


S 


2.  B.  G.  A  E.  P.  R.  R 

Western  Arizona  Ry.  

California  Eastern  Ry. 

Barnwell  ft   Searchlight  Ry. 

Randsburg  Ry 

.  Fresno  County  Ry 

Oakdale  Western  Ry. 

Oakland  &  East  Side  R.  R.. 

8.  Southern  Pacific  R.  R • 

o«  C«  &   W.   I.  R.  R. -—-»--         I  ■ 

T..  P.  A  W.  Ry 

K.  C.  Belt  Ry. 

Union  Depot  Co.  — , 

Union  Depot  Co. 

St.  Joseph  Terminal  R.  R... 

C,  R.  I.  &  P.  Ry 

Atchison  Bridge  

Atchison  U.   D.  &     R.  R 

Missouri  Pac.  Ry.  

C.  &  N.  W.  Ry - 

Midland  Valley    R.  R 

Union  Depot  Co. .- 

Colorado  &  Southern  Ry. 

Southern  Pac.  R.  R 

Total    


Lamy,  N.  M. 

Socorro,    N.    M. 

Nutt.  N.  M 

Deming,  N.  M. 

Whitewater,  N.  M. 
Hanover  Jet.,  N.  M 
Corcoran  Jct.,Cal.. 
San  Bernardino,  Cal 

Hlghgrove,  Cal.  ... 
Perrls,   Cal 

Elsinore  Jet.,  Cal.. 
Redondo  Jet.,  Cal.. 
Los  Angeles  Jet.  Cal 
Escondido    Jet. ,  Cal 

Texas  State  Line 

McConnico,  Ariz.  .. 

Goffs,  Cal 

Barnwell,    Cal.    

Kramer,   Cal.   

Reedley,   Cal.   

Riverbank,  Cal 

Richmond,  Cal 

Near  Needles.  Cal.. 
Dearborn  Sta.,  Chi- 
cago, 111. 

Streator  Jet.,  111.  . 
Big  Blue  Jet.,  Mo... 
Kansas   City   Term- 
inal,  Mo 

St.  Joseph.  Mo.  ... 
St.  Joseph.  Mo.  — 
St.  Joseph,   Mo.  ... 

Atchison,    Kas.   

Atchison,   Kas.   

Caney,  Kas.  

Kansas  State  Line.. 

Tulsa,  I.  T. 

Denver,    Colo 

Denver,    Colo.    

Mojave,  Cal 


Santa  Fe,  N.   M 

Magdalena,  N.  M.  .. 
Lake  Valley,  N.  M. 
Silver  City,  N.  M... 
Santa    Rita,    N.    M... 

Fierro,  N.   M 

Calwa  Jet.,  Cal 

Highland  Jet.   via 

Men  tone,   Cal. 

Temecula,    Cal.    

San  Jacinto,  Cal 

AlberhlU,  Cal.  

Redondo,   Cal.   

Fallbrook,    Cal 

Escondido,   Cal.   

El  Paso,  Tex 

Chloride,    Ariz.    

Ivanpah,    Cal.    

Searchlight,   Nev 

Johannesburg,  Cal.  .. 

Wahtoke,  Cal.  

Oakdale,    Cal 

Oakland,   Cal.   

Mojave,  Cal 

Stewart  Ave.   Chicago 

Pekln  Jet..   Ill 

Kansas  CII7,  Mo 


Kansas  City,  Mo. 


Winthrop,    Mo. 


Kansas  State  Line 

Superior,  Neb. 


Kern  Jet.,   Cal.   


18.13 
27.39 
18.52 
46.60 
18.80 
6.66 
68.23 

25.88 
45.28 
19.44 
7.76 
20.50 
18.05 
21.80 


20.17 
21.57 
45.21 
28.00 
28.64 
6.68 
6.30 
11.32 


1.43 

5.91 

6.60 

.16 

.03 

.21 

.07 

10.56 

.80 

.12 

1.85 

2.53 

.75 

.17 

.06 

67.01 


2,587.07 


162.80 
242.66 


10S.25 


S,S8B«80 


11 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


President 

Assistant  to  President 

Second    Vice    President 

Third  Vice  President 

Fourth  Vice  President 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

Assistant  Secretary   

Assistant  Secretary  

Assistant  Treasurer    

Oeneral  Counsel   

Comptroller    

Deputy   Comptroller    

General  Auditor   

Assistant  General  Auditor 

Auditor   of  Disbursements 

Frelgrht  Auditor   

Assistant  Freight  Auditor 

Ticket   Auditor    

Consulting  Auditor    

General  Manager   

Chief  Ensrlneer,  System 

Chief  Ensrlneer 

ConsultlziK  Engineer 

General  Superintendent   

General  Superintendent   

Superintendent   of   Telegraph.... 

Signal  Engineer   

Superintendent  of  Transportation 

Car  Accountant    

Superintendent  of  Motive  Power. 

Asst.  Supt.  of  Motive  Power 

General  Purchasing  Agent 

Asst.  General  Purchasing  Agent. 
Asst.  General  Purchasing  Agent. 

General  Solicitor 

General  Attorney   

General  Attorney   

Claims  Attorney   

Tax    Commissioner    

Chief    Surgeon     

Freight  Traffic  Manager 

Asst.  Freight  Traffic  Manager. . .  . 
Asst.  Freight  Traffic  Manager. . . . 

Passenger   Traffic   Manager 

Asst.  Passenger  Traffic  Manager. 

Assistant   Traffic   Manager 

General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

General  Passenger  Agent 

Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent. . 
General  Baggage  Agent 


E.    P.    Ripley 

A.  H.  Payson 

J.  W.  Kendrlck 

Geo.  T.  Nicholson. . . . 

W.  B.  Jansen 

E. .  L.    Copeland 

L.  C.  Demlng 

W.  J.  Eddy 

H.  W.  Gardiner 

Walker  D.   Hlnes.  . . . 

D.  L.  Gallup 

A.    E.    Waterhouse.  . . 

W.  E.  Bailey 

J.  E.  Baxter 

A.   L*.   Conrad 

A.  A.  Hayes 

E.  Li.  Mooney 

J.    F.    Mitchell 

H.  C.  Whitehead 

J.    E.    Hurley 

W.  B.  Storey,  Jr 

C.   A.   Morse 

James  Dun 

F.  C.    Fox 

R.    J.    Parker 

C.  H.  Gaunt 

T.    S,   Stevens 

C.   W.   Kouns 

J.    W.  Nowers 

Alfred  Lovell 

H.  W.  Jacobs 

W.  E.   Hodges 

M.   J.   Collins 

F.   E.  Connors 

Gardiner  Lathrop. . .  . 

Robert    Dunlap 

F.  T.  A.  Junkln 

J.  D.  M.  Hamilton... 

E.  T.  Cartlldge 

J.  P.  Kaster 

J.  E.  Gorman 

F.  B.  Houghton 

E.  Chambers 

W.  J.  Black 

J.  J.  Byrne 

W.  A,  Blssell 

J.   R.   Koontz 

B.  G.   Merrick 

F.  C.  Maegly 

F.  H.  Manter 

C.  W,  Cook 

J.   J.    Coleman 

J.  M.  Connell 

E.   J.    Shakeshaft.  . .  . 
P.  Walsh 


Chicago. 

San    Francisco. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

New  York. 

Chicago. 

New  York. 

New  York. 

New  York. 

New  York. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

La  Junta. 

Topeka. 

Topeka, 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

San  Francisco. 

Chicago. 

Los    Angeles. 

San  Francisco. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Chicago. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 
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ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

H.  Rleman  Duval 

Thomas  P.  Fowler 

Charles   S.    Gleed 

Victor  Morawetz 

Edward  J.  Berwlnd 

John  O    McCulloufirh , .  r 

New  York 

New  York 

Topeka 

New  York 

New  York 

Vermont     

Pittsburg 

Wichita,    Kans 

Boston    

New  York 

New  York 

Topeka  

1907 
1907 
1907 
1907 
1908 
1908 

Henry  C.  Frlck. 

Andre'w  C    Jobes 

1908 
1908 

Benjamin  P.  Cheney 

Oeorgre  Q.  Haven 

Henry  H.  Rogers 

Howel  Jones •• 

1909 
1909 
1909 
1910 

Edward   P.   Rlnley 

Chicago    

1910 

Byron   L.   Smith 

Charles  Steele   

Chicago    

1910 

New  York 

1910 

Note — ^Term   of   director   expires   at    the   annual   election .  In 
opposite  name. 


the    year 


1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  17.424. 

2.  Date  of  last  meeting  of  stockholders  for  election  of  directors.  Octo- 
ber 26,  1906. 

3.  Postofflce  address  of  general  office,  Topeka,  Kansas. 

4.  Postofflce  address  of  operating  office,  Topeka,  Kansas. 


164 


THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


1. 


CHICAGO,  ANAMOSA   &   NORTHERN  RAILWAY 

PROPERTY   OPERATED 

Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
a  Main  line. 


Name 


Chicago,    Anamosa    &    North- 
ern Ry,    Anamosa 


OFFICERS 


Title 

Name 

Location  of  Office 

President 

First    Vice    President 

Henry   Klene    

Peter   Klene 

Dubuque.    Iowa. 
Dubuque,    Iowa. 

Secretary  

Treasurer    

Assistant  Treasurer 

Attorney,  or  General  Counsel... 
Qeneral  Managrer   


T.    W.    Ruete 

C.    H.   Elghraey 

Paul  Klene 

H.    C.   Kenllne 

John    Wunderlich. . . . 


ORGANIZATION 


Dubuque,  Iowa. 
Dubuque,  Iowa. 
Anamosa,  Iowa. 
Dubuque,  Iowa. 
Anamosa,    Iowa. 


Names  of  Directors 


Postoffice  Address 


Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 


Peter  Klene  . . 
C.  H.  Elghmey 
T.  W.  Ruete . . 
Henry  Klene  . 
B.  A.  Scott 


Dubuque,  Iowa 
Dubuque,  Iowa 
Dubuque,  Iowa 
Dubuque.  Iowa 
Detroit,  Mlch... 


January  18.  1908. 
January  18,  1908. 
January  18,  1908. 
January  18,  1908. 
January   18,   1908. 


1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  5. 

2.  Date  of  last  meeting  of  stockholders  for  election  of  directors.  Jan- 
uary, 18.  1907. 

3.  Postoffice  address  of  ereneral  office,  Anamosa.  Iowa. 

4.  Postoffice  address  of  operating:  office,  Anamosa,  Iowa. 
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CHICAGO,  BURLINGTON  &  QUINCY  RAILROAD  COMPANY 

PROPERTY  OPERATED 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

b  Branches  and  spurs. 
5.    Line   operated   under   traclcage  rights. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To 


u 
o 

?  V  S 


1.  aChicago.  Burl.  A  Quincy  R.R. 


Burl.  Sc  Mo.  R.  R.  In  Neb 

1.   ft  Chicago,  Burl.  &  Quincy  R.R. 

Peoria  ft  Hannibal  R.  R 

Chicago  A  Iowa  R.  R 

Chicago,  Rock  Sc  Mo.  R.  R— 
Ottawa,  Osw.  &  Fox  R.  R.-_ 

111.  Valley  A  Nor.  R.  R 

Chicago  A  Rock  River  R.  R. 

Jollet.  Rock  A  Nor.  R.  R 

111.  Grand  Trunk  R.  R 

Dixon,  Peoria  A  Han.  R.  R.. 

Galesburg  A  Rio  R.  R 

American  Central  R.  R 

Dixon  A  Quincy  R.  R 

Carthage  A  Burl.  R.  R 

Quincy  A  Warsaw  R.  R 

St.  L;.,  R.  I.  A  Chicago  R.  R. 


Jackson  A  Concord  R.  R 

Jackson  A  St.  Louis  R.  R.... 
Northern  A  Sou.  111.  R.  R.... 

F.  C.  N.  G 

Quincy.  Alton  A  St.  L.  R.  R. 

Albia,  Enoxyille  A  D.  M 

Des  M.  A  KnoxTtlle  R.  R 

Chicago,  Ft.  M.  A  D.  M.  R.R 
Burl.  A  Mo.  R.  R- 


Leon,  Mt.  Ayr  A  S.  W.    R.  R. 

St.  Jos.   A  Des  M.  R.  R 

Grant  City  A  Sou.  R.  R 

Char.,  Des  M.   A  Sou.  R.R. 

Creston  A  Nor.   R.  R 

Western   Iowa  R.  R 

Brownyllle  A  Nod.  Val.  R.  R. 
Clarinda.   Colo.    Sp.   A  SW. 

Red  Oak  A  Atl.  R.  R 

Neb.  City  A  Nor.  B.  R.  R.- 
Hastings  A  Avoca   R.  R 

Chicago,  Burl.  A    Nor.  R.R. 


Chicago,   111 ^— 

Galesburg,    111 

Galesburg,    111.    

Pacific  Jet.,   la 

Aurora.    111.    

Yates  City  

Lewlstown.  111.  

So.  Aurora,   111.  — 
Flag  Center,  111.  — 

Geneva   - 

Streator,    111 

Shabbona,   111 

Sheridan  Jet 

Mendota,    111 

Buda,    111 — 

Galesburg,    111.    

Galva.  Ill — 

Keithsburg  Jet 

Carthage  Jet. 

Carthage   

Sterling   

Rock  Island  

Gladstone  — 

Concord   

.Jacksonville   

Centralia  

Galesburg 

Quincy 

Albia,    la.   

EnoxvlUe,   la 

Ft.  Madison,  la.  .. 

Chariton,   la 

Creston,  la 

Red  Oak,  la 

Leon,   la.   

Bethany,  la.   

Albany,   Mo.   

Grant  City,  Mo. 

Chariton,  la. 

Creston,  la.  

Fontanelle,  la 

Villlsca.  la.  

Clarinda.   la 

Red  Oak.  la 

Hastings,  la. 

Hastings,  la 

Oregon,   111 — 

Fulton,    111.   

E.  Winona,  Wis.  ._ 

Galena  Jet 

At  Dubuque,  la 


Pacific  3ct.   la 

Quincy,    111 

Peoria,     111 

Kearney,    Neb.    '- 

W.  Chicago,  ni.  * 
Lewlston*    m. — 

KushviUe,  111 

Forreston,     111.     ._ 

Rockford,    111 

Streator,     111 

Walnut,    111 

Sterling,   111 

Paw  Paw,  111. 

Fulton,  111 I 

Clinton,  la •  f 

Elm  wood.    111.   

Rio,    111 

New  Boston,  111. 
Keithsburg,  111... 
Carthage    111.    ..  ( 

gulncy,    111. S 
arstow    

East  Alton  

Keithsburg   

Jacksonville    

Centralia    

Horrin    

West  Havana  

E.    Louisiana { 

E.  Hannibal s 

Knoxville,   la 

Des    Moines.    la... 

Batavia    

Leon,   Iowa  

Hopkins,    Mo 

Hamburg,   la 

Grant  City,   Mo... 

Albany,   Mo. 

St.  Joseph.  Mo.  -. 

Albany  Jet 

Indianola.   la 

Fontanelle,  la 

Cumberland,  la.  .. 
Burl.  Jet..   Mo.  .- 

Northboro,  la 

Griswold,    la 

Sidney,    ta.   

Carson,  la. 

St.    Paul,    Minn... 

Savanna,  111 , 

Winona,  Minn. 

Galena,    111.    


474  65 
99  91 
58  77 

195.08 

12.3S 
80.18 
88.06 

78.45 
28.50 
67.25 
69.52 
47.98 
19.54 

65.40 

44.82 

12.28 

60.63 

0.85 

71.21 

40.44 
828.68 

17.13 

9.96 

111.96 

58.80 

57.20 

46.88 

88.97 
88.98 
56.08 
86.54 
44.01 
80.17 
W.78 
45.56 
46.18 
19.98 
80.49 
87.50 
80.88 
85.08 
17.85 
18.04 
81.18 
15.79 
819.48 
16.40 
1.34 
8.68 


888.41 


THIRTUTTH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 

CHICAOO.  BURLINQTON  ft  QUINCY  RAILROAD  COHPANT— CoHTiiniBO 


III 

ill 


Republican  Vtllej   B.  R 


OmabB  A  So.  Westero  R.  R. 

Neb,  RaUwar 

Lincoln    A    N.W.R.  R 

Atcb.  A  Neb.  R.  R 

St.  Josepb  A  Neb.  R.  R.... 
Neb.   A  Colo.   R.  H 


Nemaha,   Neb.   

Beatrice,  Neb 

Haatlngt.  Neb. 

Anrore.  Neb. 

Table  Hock  

OmBba,  Neb. 

£"J?i   Neb.   


Eep.  Valley, 

Oirard   A  Kan.    R.  R 

Bnrl.  ft  Colo.   R,  H 

Colorado  ft  WromlDg  H.  R.. 

Cberenne  ft  Barlln^on 

Bearer  Valley   R.  R _ 

Lincoln   ft   BIk.    H.  R.  R..„ 


Neb.  Cy.  Bdg.   I 

.  Lincoln,   Neb.    . 

.   Alcblwn,    Kaa. 

Rulo  Bai.  Iflne 

.  Nanler,  Mo. 

Cbeater.  Neb 

KfQeaaw,  Neb.  

De  Witt,  Neb. 

Kdvar,  Neb 

Odell,  Jet _ 

Republican.  Neb.  . 

Orleans,  Neb.  

Colo.  St.  Line,  Neb 
Colo.  St.  Line.  Neb 
Colo,  St.  Line.  Wy. 
Neb.  State  Line  ... 
Central  City,  Neb.. 
Greeley  Center,  Nel 


Gr.  IbI.  ft   Wro.    Cen.    R.  R. 


San.  CIt;  ft  Omaba  R.  1 

Or.   laland  ft  No.   Wromlns  ^ 


.  Central  City.  Neb. 

Salem,   Neb.   . 

Beatrice.    Neb 

Wymore,  Neb. 

Colo.    State    Line.. 
Gr.     iBland.Neb. 
HastlnffB,    Neb. 

Lester,  Neb.   

OreapollB,    Neb. 

Beatrice,  Neb.  .. 
Gllmore  Jet.,  Neb. 
Tort.  Neb.  ... 

-   ColambaB,  Nekt.  .. 
Lincoln,   Neb.   

Rosweil,~Mo.'.7.V.'. 
Fnlrmbnt,   Neb.   .. 

Oxford,   Neb.   

Colo.  State  Line  .. 
Soperlor,  Neb.  ... 
Concordia,  Kan... 
OberllQ,  Kan.  __. 
Kan.  State  Line  - 
Denver,  Colo.  .._. 
Wyo.St.  Uno,  Col. 
Cheyenne  Wyo.  .. 
St.  Froocla,  Kaa... 

F.rlcaon.   Neb.   

ItarweTl,   Neb 

Snritent,  Neb.  . 
Wyo.  St.  Line.  S 
DeBdwood,  8.  I 
Hot    SprlngB    __. 


Neb..Wyo.4    Western  R.R. 
Deni-er  ft    Montana   R.  H.... 


Keokuk  &  WestornR.  TtZ'. 
Hum.   &  Shen,    R,  R.,... 
Des  M.  ft  Kanaaa  City... 
Kan.   City  ft   St.   Jos.   R 

Qnlncy  Edg.    R.R.  Co ___ 

Quincy  A  Palmyra  R.  R 

Kan.    City  ft  Cameron  R.R, 

Keokuk  ft  9t.  Paul  R.  R 

St.   L.,  K.ft  N.  W.  E.  R 

Old   Monroe  ft  Mexico 


Omaha,   Neb 

At   So.   Omaha.  Neb 
Alliance   Jet.    .. 
Northport,   Neb.  ... 
Colo. -Neb.   St.   Line 
Union,    Colo. 
Tolnca,    Mont. 

Bucks    .'....'.." 


Dea   Moines,   la.   ... 

Hnnnlbnl.    Mo.   

At  St.  Joseph  

At  QuIncy.  III.  .;. 

Quincy,   III.   

At  Qnlncy  lU.  _„, 
Cameron  Jet.  Mo... 
Burllnitton,   la.   .... 

Keoknk.   la , 

Old   Monroe 


^  K  C  i  O  Jct.'"NVb' 
I    Mont.     St.     Line, 

Canibrla;"Wyo'."I 
.   Huntley.   Mont.   .. 

•■■  I  Jet.,  Colo— 
is,  Colo. 

.     _>rlal.  Neb. 

.    Schuyler,  Neb.  ... 

Guernsey,  Wyo.  . 
Colo.  State  Line  . 
Slerllpg,  Colo.  ._ 

Brash,  Colo. I 

Cody.    Wyo.    

Piedmont,   S.   D..- 

.   Este.  S.  D 

.   Worland   

.   Sloui  City  Jet.  ..; 

.    Van  Wert,  IB. , 

.   Sbenandoah.  la.  .. 

St.   Joseph,  Uo 


Kansas   City,   Mo. 
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CHICAGO,  BURLINGTON  &  QUINCY  RAILROAD  COMPANY— CONTINUED 


5. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To— 


Keokuk    &    N.  W.  R.  R 

Kan.  C'y.   St.  J.&  C.  B.  R.R. 


Nodaway  Valley  R.  R 

Tarkio  Valley  R.  R. 

C  B.  A  K.  C  R.  R. ....-.-.._ 

Iowa  &  St.   Lonls  R.  R 

Burl.  &  Wes.   R.  R. 

Bnrl.  A  N.  W.  R.  R 

Deadwood   Central    R.  R 


Penn.    R.  R. 

111.   Central   R.  R 

Dnn.  &  Dub.  Bdg.  Co. 
C.  &  N.-W.  Ry.  -. 


C  C,  C.  &  St.  L.  Ry. 
D..  R.  I.  &  N.  W.  Ry. 

Wabash  R.   R 

Union  Pacific  Ry. 


Great  Northern  By.        ..    , 

Bt.  Paul  U.  D.  Co — 

Minneapolis  Union  Ry.  Co... 

Winona  Bdg.  Ry 

Terminal  R.  R.   Asbu 

Mo..  Kan.  A  Tex.  Ry. 

Wabash  R.  R 

Keokuk  A  Ham.  Bdg.  Co.  .. 

Chicago  A  Alton  R.  R 

Kansas  City  Union  Dep.  Co. 
Atchison  A  Kas.  Bdg.  Co.  .. 
Atch.  Union    Dep.ft  R.  R.  Co. 

Leav.  Bdg.  A  Term.  Co. 

So.  Omaha  S.  Y.  Co. 

Colo.  A  Sou.  By.  Co. 

Northern  Pac.  Ry 

C.  R.  I.  A  P.  Ry. 

Chicago  A  Alton  Ry 

C,  R.  I.  A  P.  Ry. 

Union  Pacific  Ry.   

St.  J.  A  G.  I.  R.  R 

Des  Moines  Union  R.  R.  Co. 
Qulncy.  Omaha  A  K.  C.  Ry. 

Chicago  A  Alton  R.  R 

Jacksonville  Midland 

C.,P.   A  St.   L.  Ry.  

Chicago   A  Alton   R.  R 

M.  A  I.   B.  A  B.  R.  R...._. 

C.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry 

Great  Northern  Rd. 

Combination  Bridge  Co 

Total    


Mt.  Pleasant  Jet... 
Kansas  City.  Mo... 

B.  Leavenworth 

Armour.    Mo 

Amazonia,   Mo 

Bigelow,    Mo 

Coming.    Mo 

VIele,    la 

Moulton.    la 

Sedan,  la 

Mediapolis.   la 

Oskaloosa,    la.    

WInfield,  la 

Pluma,   S.  D 

Kirk,    S.    D. 

Nevada  Gulch  Line 
White  Tail  above 
Bztension  up  North 
Galena  Jet.,   3.  D.. 

At  Chicago,  111 

Portage  Curve 

E.  Dubuque,  111.  .. 

Clinton,   la 

E.  Alton,  111 

Rock  Island.  111.  .. 

Bloomfleld,   la.   

U.  P.  Transfer 

Gilmore.   Neb.   

Sterling,    Colo 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

At  St.   Paul 

At  Minneapolis 

E.  Winona,  Wis.  .. 
At  St.  Louis,  Mo... 
At  Hannibal,  Mo... 
At  Hannibal,  Mo... 

At  Keokuk,  la 

At  Louisiana,  Mo... 

At  Kansas  City 

Winthrop.   Mo 

At   Atchison,    Kan. 

SUlllngs,    Mo. 

At  So.  Omaha.  Neb 
Utah  Jet.,  Colo.  — 
Huntley.    Mont.   ... 

At  Carson,   la 

E.   Louisiana,  III... 

Burlington,  la 

At  Stromsburg,  Neb 
K.C.  A  O.  Jet.,  Neb 
At  Fairfield,  Neb... 
At  Des  Moines,   la. 

At  Milan,  Mo 

At  Felton.  Mo 

At  Jacksonville 

At  Jacksonville 

Wann 

West  Alton 

At  Sioux  City  

Sioux  City  Jet 


At  Sioux  City 


Keokuk,    la 

Council  Bluffs,  la. 

Stlllings,    Mo 

Winthrop,  Mo 

Hopkins,    Mo 

Burlington   Jet.    .. 

Northboro,  la 

Bloomfleld,  la. 

Carrollton,  Mo.  .. 
AlorcyviUe,  Mo.  .. 

Oskaloosa,  la. 

Tracey,  la.  

Washington,  la.  .. 
Lead  City,  S.  D... 
T<»rry,  B.  D 

Nevada 

Fork  of  WhIte'Taii 

Galena.  S.  D 


E.  Dubuque,  HI.  .. 
Dubuque,  la. 


E.  St,  Louis,  111... 

Cllnton.    la.    

Moulton,  la. 

Omaha,  Neb. 

So.  Omaha.  Neb.  . 

Union,  Colo 

Minneapolis,   Minn 


Winona,   Minn. 

to  E.  St.  Louis,  111 


State   Line   

Leavenworth,  Kas. 

Bums  Jet.,  Colo.— 
Billings,    Mont.    .. 

Louisiana,    Mo.   .. 
Mediapolis,    la.    .. 


Bndlcott,  Neb 


Alton 
Wann 


Jet.  with  Combina- 
tion bridge  track 


o 

O  rt  * 

Sol 


•«oa) 

fl  <B  S 


48.01 

190.89 

1.05 

3.81 

50.44 

81.54 

27.61 

60.79 

121.94 

5d.04 

90.83 

18.16 

18.84 

8.00 

8.60 

8.56 

1.67 

.00 

6.95 


1.88 

18.41 

1.18 

.96 

19.05 

88.02 

14.11 

8.79 

4.54 

88.97 

11.65 

.68 

8.81 

.96 

7.08 

.80 

.44 

.08 

.84 

.80 

.89 

.10 

1.78 

.41 

11.80 

18.68 

.88 

2.07 

18.T7 

.88 

18.00 

8.66 

8.89 

.60 

.08 

.07 

.48 

4.97 

8.60 

.66 

8.10 
1.18 


7.887.88 


816.00 


6,876.07 
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OFFICERS 


Tiae 


Locatloii  of  Office 


I 


President 

Assistant  to  President 

First    Vice    President 

Second  Vice  President 

Secretary 

Treasurer    

General  Counsel   

General  Solicitor 

General  Solicitor 

General  Solicitor 

General  Auditor   

Assistant  General  Auditor 

Auditor    

General  Manager   

General  Manager 

Chief  Engineer   

General  Superintendent 

General  Superintendent   

General  Superintendent   

General  Superintendent   

General  Superintendent   

Snperlntendent   of    Telegraph 

Freight  Traffic  Manager 

General  Freight  Agent 

General   Freight  Agent 

General   Freight   Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Passenger  Traffic   Manager 

General  Passenger  Agent 

General  Passenger  Agent 

Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent  — 
Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent. . . 

Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent 

General  Bagga<re  Agent 


Geo.    B.    Harris Chicago.  111. 

W.   W.    Baldwin! Burlington.  Iowa. 

D.  Miller Chicago.  111. 

D.    Wlllard Chicago.  111. 

T.  S.  Howland Chicago.  111. 

T.  S.  Howland Chicago.  III. 

.J.  W.   Blythe Burlington.  Iowa. 

•  C.   M.   Dawes Chicago.  111. 

C.    F.    Manderson Omaha.  Nebr. 

O.   M.   Spencer St.  Joseph.  Mo. 

C.    L    Sturgls Chicago.  111. 

'  Geo.  B.  Dunbar Chicago.  111. 

;  W.    P.  Durkee Omaha.    Nebr. 

"J.   M.   Gruber Chicago.   111. 

G.   W.   Holdredge Omaha.  Nebr. 

T.  E-  Calvert Chicago.  111. 

H.  D.  Judson Chicago.  111. 

W.   B.   Throop Burlingrton.  Iowa 

Geo.  T.    Ross St.  Louis,  Mo. 

:  H.   E.   Byram Lincoln.  Nebr. 

Ll  B.  Allen Alliance,   Nebr. 


W.  W.  Ryder. 

G.   H.  Crosby , 

W.  B.  Hamblin 

W.    Gray , 

C.  E.  Spens , 

E.  R.  Puffer 

j  Geo.   Morton 

;  G.   P.   Lyman 

A.  Lw  West 

A.   B.   Smith 

F.  Montmorency.., 
W.   W.  Johnston. . , 

W.   A.  Holley 

P.    S.   Eustis 

Jno.    Francis 

Lw  W.  Wakeley 

F.    E.    Bell 

W.  A.  Lalor 

J.   E.  Buckingham, 
John  De  Witt 


Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 
St.  Joseph,  Mo. 
Omaha.  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha.  Nebr. 
Chicago,  III. 
Chicago,   111. 
Chicago.   111. 
Omaha.  Nebr. 
Chicago.  111. 
St.    Louis.    Mo. 
Omaha.  Nebr. 
Chicago.  111. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address          ^""^^  ^  f  era  *"""* 

John  F.  Talmage 

Georflre  F  Baker 

New  York  City 

New  York  City 

New  York  City 

November  6.  1907. 
November   6,   1907. 

GeorflTe  C    Clark 

November   6,   1907. 

William   P.    Clough 

George  B.  Harris 

James  J.  Hill 

James  N.  Hill 

New  York  City 

'  Chicago,    111 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

New  York  City 

Chicago,    111 

Burlington.   Iowa 

New  York  City 

New  York  City 

November  6,  1907. 
November  6,  1907. 
November  6.  1907. 
November   6.    1907. 

John  J.  Mitchell 

Chas-    E    Perkins 

November  6,  1907. 
November   6.    1907. 

Norman  B    Ream 

November   6,   1907. 

Samuel  Thorne    

November   6.   1907. 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election.  422. 

2.  Date  of  last  meeting  of  stockholders  for  election  of  directors,  No- 
vember 7,  1906. 

3.  Postoffice  address  of  general  office.  209  Adams  St.,  Chicago,  111. 

4.  Postofflce  address  of  operating  offiee.   209  Adams  St.,  Chicago.  111. 
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CHICAGO  GREAT  WESTERN   RAILWAY  COMPANY 

PROPERTY  OPERATED 

1.  Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

b  Branches  and  spurs. 

2.  Proprietary  companies  whose  entire  capital  stock  is  owned  by  this  company. 

3.  Line  operated   under  lease  for  specified  sum. 

4.  Line   operated   under   contract,    or   where   the    rental    is   contingent   upon 

earnings  or  other  considerations. 
6.    Line   operated  under   trackage  rights. 


Name 


Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
eacb  road 
named 

1  of  line  for 
h  class  of 
ds  named 

From— 

To— 

Mllec 
eac 
roa 

1.  a  Chicago   Great   Western  Ry. 


1.  ftMantorrille  Branch  

DeKalb  Branch  

Cedar  Falls  Branch 

2.  De  Kalb  Great  Western 

3:     None. 

4.  None. 

5.  Minneapolis  A  St.  Louis  Ry. 
St.  Paul  ft  Northern  Pacific 
St.  Paul  Union  Depot  Co.— 
Dubuque  &  Dunleltn   Bridge 

Co _ 

Illinois  Central  R.  R 

Chicago,  Burlington  &  North- 
ern Ry.   

Chicago    Terminal    Transfer 

Des  Moines  Union  Ry.  

Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quin- 
cy   Ry.   

Kansas  City,  St.  Joe  A  Coun- 
cil Bluffs  Ry -. 

St.  Joe  Terminal  

Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe 
Ry 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pa- 
cific Ry — 

Leavenworth  Br.  ft  Terminal 
Ry 

Leavenworth,  Topeka  ft  S. 
W,    Ry 

Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa  Fe 
Ry 

Kansas  City  &  Northwestern 

Suburban  Belt  Ry - 

Total    


Minneapolis    Depot- 

St.   Paul,   Minn 

Galena  Jet.,   111. 

Oelwein,    la.    

Freight  Line  throu 
Pass.  Line  through 
So.  Des  Moines, la. 
Bee  Creek,  Mo 

Eden,   Minn 

Sycamore,    111.    

Wilson  Jet.,  la.  — 
Included   in    d. 


In  Minneapolis 
Minneapolis  ... 
In  St.   Paul 


Dubuque,    la 

East   DubuQue,    111. 

Portage  Curve,   111. 

Forest  Home,   Ill.„ 
In  Des  Moines,   la. 

In  Des  Moines,   la. 

In  St.  Joseph,   Mo. 
In  St.  Joseph,   Mo. 

St.   Joseph,    Mo.    .- 

Beverly,    Mo 

Stlllings,    Mo 

Leavenworth ,    Kan . 

S.     Leavenworth, 

Kan. 
Soldiers'  Home. 

Kan. 
Kansas    City.    Kas. 


M.  ft  St.  L.  Ry... 

Dubuque,    la 

Forest  Home.  111. 
Des  Moines.  la... 
gh  Des  Moines,  la 
Des  Moines.  la.  .. 
St.  Joseph,  Mo... 
Beverly,    Mo 

MantorvIUe,     Minn 

De  Kalb,    111 

Cedar   Falls.    la... 


St.    Paul 


E.    Dubuque,    111.. 
Portage    Curve,  111 

Galena  Jet..  111.  .. 

Chicago.   III. 


Bee  Creek,   Mo.   - 
StiUings,     Ho.     . 
Leavenworth,    Kas 
S.   Leavenworth. 

Soldiers     Home, 

Kansas  City,  Kas. 
Kansas  City,  Mo.. 


.41 

2S2.80 

147.311 

130.321 

2.48' 

.33 

156.42: 

IS».92l 


6.95 
5.81 
7.48 


.11 

9.80 

.69 

.50 
13.22 

.51 

10.34 
2.23 

.52, 

.81 
.40 

7.66 

I 
3.66 

I 

1.38 
1.40 

2.30 

27.3ll 
2.20 


71S.90 


90.M 


738.2S 


85.13 


818.80 
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Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


Chairman  of  the  Board 

President 

First  Vice  President 

Second  Vice  Pres.  and  Oen.  Mgr.. 

Third  Vice  President 

Secretary 

Treasurer    

General  Counsel   

General  Attorney    

Auditor    

General  Managrer   

Chief  Engineer  

General  Sunerintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

General   Freijrht  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

General  Passenger  Agent 

Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent.. 

General   Ticket  Agent 

Asst.  General  Ticket  Agent 

General  Baggage  Agent 


A.    B.    Stickney 

A.    B.    Stickney 

Ansel  Oppenheim.  . . . 

S.  C.   Stickney 

L.  S.  Cass 

R.  C.  Wight 

R.  O.  Barnard 

F.  B.  Kellogg 

A.   G.   Briggs 

C.  O.  Kalrnan 

See  2d  Vice-President 
W.  H.  Chadbourn 

G.  A.  Goodell 

C.  E.  Daf oe 

C.  P.  Stembel 

C.   L.  Nichols 

W.   E.   Pinckney 

G.  F.  Thomas 

E.  E.  Watson 

F.  H.  Tibbetts 

J.  C.  Use 

C.  R.  Berry 

J.  P.  Elmer 

R.  F.  Malone 

J.  P.  Elmer 

R.  F.  Malone 

G.  T.  Spilman 


St.  Paul.  Minn. 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul.  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 
i  Chlcaco,  111. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
'  St.  Paul.  Minn. 
,  St.  Paul.  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Chicago.  111. 

Chicago.  111. 

St.  Joseph.  Mo. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul.  Minn. 

Chicago.  III. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 


Postofflce  Address 


Frederick   Weyerhanser  — 

A.  B.  Stickney 

Ansel  Oppenheim   

J.  W.  Lusk 

S.    C.    Stickney 

R.  C.  Wight 

C.   O.   Kalman 

T.  H.  Wheeler 

H.  E.  Fletcher 


Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 


St.    Paul.   Minn 

St.    Paul.    Minn 

St.    Paul,   Minn 

St.    Paul,   Minn 

St.    Paul.    Minn 

St.    Paul.    Minn 

St.    Paul,    Minn 

New  York.  N.   Y. . . 
Minneapolis,   Minn. 


September,  1907. 

September,  1907. 

September,  1908. 

September.  1909. 

September,  1969. 

September,  1909. 

September,  1907. 

September.  1908. 

September.  1908. 


1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  5,263. 

2.  Date    of    last    meeting    of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors, 
September  6,  1906. 

3.  Postofflce  address  of  general  offlce,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

4.  Postofflce  address  of  operating  office,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
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1. 


8. 

8. 
4. 

5. 


MASON  CITY  &  FORT  DODGE  RAILROAD  COMPANY 

PROPERTY  OPBRATBD 

Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stoclc: 

a  Main  line. 

b  Branches  and  spurs. 
Proprietary  companies  whose  entire  capital  stock  Is  owned  by  this  company. 
Line  operated   under  lease  for  specified  sum. 
Line   operated    under   contract,    or   where   the   rental   Is   contingent   upon 

earnings  or  other  considerations. 
Line  operated  under   trackage  rights. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

9  of  line  for 
;h  class  of 
Lds  named 

From— 

To- 

a 

1.  a  Mason  City  &  Ft.  Dodge  R. 
R.    Co 

Hayfleld,   Minn.   ... 

Clarion,   la 

Ft.   Dodge,   la 

Oelweln,   la.   

Spur   to   Ft.    Dodge 

Ft.   Dodge.   Xa 

Carbon  Jet.,  la 

Council    Bluffs,    la. 
Omaha.    Neb 

Clarion,    la 

Ft.    Dodge,   la.   .. 
Council  Bluffs,  la. 

Clarion.    la 

Depot   

Lehigh.   la.   

CoalYille,  la 

Omaha,  Neb 

So.    Omaha,    Neb. 

99.71 

88.05 

188.90 

98.09 

.79 

8S0.54 

1.  ft  Lehigh  Branch  

Coalville   Branch 

15.69 
8.90 

18.60 

* 

8.     None. 
8.     None. 
4.     None. 
6.     Union  Pacific  By 

».ll 
5.01 

878.18 
8.18 

Total    

888.86 
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OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


President 

Vice  President 

Secretary  

Treasurer    

Assistant  Secretary 

Attorney,  or  General  Counsel 

Auditor    

Qeneral  Manaerer   

Chief  Eng^ineer   

General  Superintendent   

Division  Superintendent 

General  Freight  Agent 

General  Passenger  Agent 

General   Ticket  Agent 

General   Baggage  Agent 


A,  B.  Stickney 

G.  H.  Prince 

P.  C.  Weed 

R.  O.  Barnard 

O,  Cornelisen 

A.    G.   Brlggs 

C.    O.    Kalman 

S.   C.  Stickney 

W.  H.  Chadbourn.  . . . 

G.  A.  Goodell 

L.    M.    Shipley 

W.   E.    Plnckney 

J.    P.    Elmer 

J.    P.    Elmer 

G.    T.    Spillman 


St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul, 
Clarion, 
St.  Paul, 
St.  Paul. 
St.  Paul, 
Chicago. 


Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Iowa. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

Minn. 

m. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 


A.   B.    Stickney . . 

G.  H.  Prince 

Oliver  Crosby  . . . 
A.  H.  LIndeve . . . 
G.    W.   Wattles.. 


Postoffice  Address 


Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 


St.  Paul,  Minn 

St.  Paul.  Minn 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

St.  Paul,  Minn 


September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 


1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  6. 

2.  Date    of    last    meetlngr    of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors. 
September  17,  1906. 

3.  PostofUce  address  of  general  ofUce,  Ft.  Dodge,  Iowa. 

4.  Postoffice  address  of  operating  office,  St.  Paul.  Minn- 
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1. 


WISCONSIN,  MINNESOTA  &  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

PROPERTY   OPERATED 

Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
a  Main  line. 
h  Branches  and  spurs. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

1  of  line  for 
h  class  of 
ds  named 

From— 

To- 

m 

a 

1.  a  Wisconsin,    Minnesota    & 

Pacific  R.   R.   

Mankato,   Minn.  ... 
Red   WlnfiT,    Minn... 

Winona,   Minn.  ..1. 
Claybank   Jet., Minn 
Red   Win?,    Minn... 

Red    Wing,    Minn. 
Osage.    la 

Simpson.    Minn. 

Claybank,    Minn.. 
Sewer  Pipe  Works 

06.70 
118.90 

1.  5  Wisconsin,    Minnesota    & 

Pacific  R.  R 

91S.0O 

54.20 

9.00 

.00 

57.10 

Total    

971.00 

OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


President 

First  Vice  President 

Secretary 

Treasurer    

Assistant  Secretary   

General   Solicitor    

Auditor    

General  Managrer  

Chief  Enjrlneer  

General  Sunerlntendent   

Division   Superintendent    

General  Frelsrht  Agrent 

Asst.  General  Frelg:ht  Agrent 

General    Passensrer   Agrent 

Asst.  General  Passengrer  Agrent. . . 

General  Ticket  Agrent 

Asst.  General  TlcKet  Agrent 

General  Bagrgragre  Agrent 


F.  B.   Kellogrgr 

A.    B.    Stlckney 

G.  F.  Philleo 

R.  O.  Barnard 

Homer  L.   Parr 

F.  B.  Kellogrgr 

C.  O.  Kalman 

S.  C.  Stickney 

W.   H.    Chadbourn . . . 

G.  A.  Goodell 

C.  L.  Weston 

W.   E.   Plnckney 

E.    E.    Watson 

J.  P.  Elmer 

R.   F.  Malone 

J.  P.  Elmer 

R.  F.  Malone 

G.  T.  Spillman 


St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 
Red  Winir.  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Chicago,  111. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 


PostofDce  Address 


Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 


F.  B.  Kellogrgr. 
A.  B.  Stlckney 
R.  C.  WIgrht... 
Kenneth  Clark 
C.  A.  Severance 


St.  Paul,  Minn, 
St.  Paul,  Minn, 
St.  Paul,  Minn 
St.  Paul,  Minn 
St.  Paul,  Minn 


1.     Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  6. 

3.  PostofRce  address  of  general  office,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

4.  Postoffice  address  of  operating:  office,  St.   Paul,  Minn. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


OFFICERS 


Title 


Location  of  Office 


Chairman  of  the  Board 

President 

Second  Vice  President 

Third  Vice  President 

Secretary  

Treasurer    

Assistant  Treasurer 

General  Solicitor 

General  Counsel   

Comptroller     

General  Auditor   

Assistant  General  Auditor 

General  Managrer    

Chief  Engineer   

General  Superintendent  

Asst.   General   Superintendents.  . . 

Division    Superintendents 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

Freight  Traffic  Manager 

General   Freight   Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agents.  . . . 

General  Passenger  Agent 

Asst.  General  Passenger  Agents.  . 

General   Baggage   Agent 

Land  Commissioner 


Roswell    Miller 

A.  J.  Earlinif 

E.   W.  McKenna 

J.    H.    Hiland 

E.  W.  Adams 

F.  G.  Ranney 

J,  McNab 

Burton  Hanson 

George   R.   Peck 

H.  G.  Haugan 

W.  N.  D.  Winne 

W.    F.    Dudley 

W.    J.    Underwood... 
D,  J.  Whlttemoore. . . 

D.  L.  Bush 

3  in  number. 

23  in  number. 

W.  J.  Fry 

E.  S.    Keeley 

H.    E.    Pierpont 

5   in   number. 

F.  A.  Miller 

3  in  number. 

W.  D.  Carrick 

H.  G.  Haugan 


New  York,  N.  Y. 

Chicago,  111. 

Chicago,  111. 

Chicago.  111. 
Milwaukee.  Wis. 

Chicago,  111. 

Chicago,  111. 

Chicago,  111. 

Chicago.  111. 

Chicago,  111. 

Chicago,  111. 

Chicago.  Hi. 

Chicago.  111. 

Chicago,  111. 

Chicago,  111. 


Milwaukee,  Wis. 
Chicago,  Hi. 
Chicago,  111. 

Chicago.  111. 

Milwaukee.  Wis. 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 


Postofflce  Address 


Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 


J.  Ogden  Armour. . . . , 
Frederick  Layton  . . . , 
Joseph  Milbank  . . . . , 
Percy  A.  Rockefeller, 

Walter  O.   Bliss 

Frank  S.  Bond 

A.  J.  Earling 

Chas.  W.  Harkness. . , 

Henry  H.  Rogers 

Peter  Geddes   

Roswell  Miller 

Wm.  Rockefeller    

John  A.  Stewart 


Chicago,    111 

Milwaukee,   Wis, 
New  York,  N.  Y 
New  York,  N.  Y, 
New  York,  N.  Y, 
New  York.  N.  Y, 

Chicago,    111 

New  York,  N.  Y, 
Now  York,  N.  Y, 
New  York,  N.  Y, 
New  York,  N.  Y 
New  York,  N.  Y, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 


September,  1907. 
September,  1907. 
September,  1907. 
September,  1907. 
September,  1908. 
September,  1908. 
September.  1908. 
September,  1908. 
September,  1908. 
September,  1909. 
September,  1909. 
September,  1909. 
September,  1909. 


1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  6,611. 

2.  Date    of    last    meeting    of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors, 
September  29,  1906. 

3.  Postofflce  address  of  general  office,  Chicago,  III. 

4.  Postofflce  address  of  operating  omce,  Chicago,  111. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  iREPORT  OF  THE 


OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


President 

Vice  President 

Vice  President,  Traffic 

Vice   President,   Operat.   &  Maint. 

Vice    President,    Accounting 

Vice    President,    Construction.... 

Secretary  

Treasurer    

General  Counsel   

Auditor    

Oeneral  Manager 

Assistant  General  Manager 

Chief  Engineer   

General  SupferlntendeDt   

Asst.  General  Superintendent.  . . . 

Division  Supt.,  Iowa  Lines 

Division  Supt.,  Iowa  Lines 

Division  Supt.,  Iowa  Lines 

Division  Supt.,  Iowa  Lines 

Superintendent    of   Telegraph.... 

Freight  Traffic  Manager 

Passenger  Traffic    Manager 

General   Freight  Agent 

General  Passenger  Agent 

General  Ticket  Agent 

General   Baggage  Agent 

Land  Commissioner 


Marvin  Hughitt  . . . 
Eugene  E.  Osborn. . 
H.   R.   McCullough.. 

W.   A.   Gardner 

M.  M.  Klrkman 

J.  M.   Whitman 

Eugene  E.  Osborn.  . 

R.  H.  Williams 

Lloyd  W.  Bowers.  . . 

J.  B.  Redfleld 

R.   H.  Aishton 

W.  D.  Cantillon 

E.  C.  Carter 

W.  E.  Morse 

T.  A.  Lawson 

W.  H.  Whalen 

O.  H.  McCarty 

E.   E.   Smith 

S.  H.  Brown 

G.  W.  Dailey. 

M.  Hughitt.  Jr 

W.    B.  Kniskern 

E.  D.    Brigham 

C.  A.  Cairns 

C.  A.  Cairns 

Frank  D.  Taylor. . . . 
J.  F.  Cleveland 


Chicago.  111. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago.  III. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Boone,   Iowa. 
Mason  City.  Iowa. 
Eagle,  Grove,  la. 
Sioux    City,    Iowa. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
]  Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  III. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  III. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

Marvin   Hughitt    

Frank  Work 

James  StiUman   

Oliver   Ames    

Chicago,    111 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Boston,    Mass 

Dalton.   Mass 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Chicago,    111 

Chicago,    111 

Chicago,    111 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New   York,  N.  Y 

Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Boston,   Mass 

Chicago,  111 

October,    1907. 
October,    1907. 
October,    1907. 
October,    1907. 

Zenas  Crane   

October.    1907. 

W.  K.  Vanderbilt 

F.  W.  Vanderbilt 

H.  McK.  T wombly 

Byron    L.   Smith 

October,    1908. 
October,    1908. 
October,    1908. 
October,    1908. 

Cyrus   H.  McCormlck 

Chauncey  Keep 

October,    1908. 
October,    1908. 

Chauncey  M.  Depew 

Samuel  F.   Barger 

James  C.  Fargo 

H    C.   Frick 

October.    1909. 
October,    1909. 
October,    1909. 
October.    1909. 

David  P.  Kimball 

•Albert  Keep   

October,    1909. 
October,    1909. 

•Deceased  May  11,  1907. 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  4.674. 

2.  Date    of    last    meeting    of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors. 
October    18,    1906. 

3.  Postofflce  address  of  general  office,  Chicago  and  New  York. 

4.  Postofflce  address  of  operating  offlce,  Chicago,  111. 
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CHICAGO,   ST.    PAUL,   MINNEAPOLIS   &  OMAHA   RAILWAY  CO. 

PROPERTY  OPERATED 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

o  Main  line. 

ft  Branches  and  spurs. 
6.    Line  operated  under   trackage  rights. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To— 


u 

o 

soca 


1.  a  Main   Line.    C.  St.  P.,  M.  ft 
O.  Ry 


6.  8t.    Louis  River   Bridge  Co. 

(Nor.   Pac.   Ry.) 

Great  Northern  

Minneapolis   So   St.    Louis 
g    ]^ _^__^ 

nilnols 'Centraf"R.'"RriII--II 
Sioux  City  Bridge  Co 


Chicago  &  Northwestern  Ry. 


Elroy  

Northline   

Eau   Claire  

Trego    

St.   Paul  

Cllir    

Missouri   River   

St.  Croix  Draw 

Bridge  

Stillwater  Jet.   

Hudson  

Merrillan    

Ashland    Jet 

Ashland  Shore  Line 

West  Eau  Claire 

Fairchlld    

Menomonle    Jet. 

Lake   Crystal   

Heron  Lake  

Madelia   

Bingham    Lake 

Trent  

Luverne  

Coburn  

Emerson    

Wakefield    

Wayne    

Emerald  

TuBcobia  i — 

Chippewa   Falls   


Superior 

St.   Paul   


Total 


Minneapolis    

Le  Mars  

Bridge   across    Mis- 

Bouri  River  and 
.  tracks     at     Sioux 

City    

Sioux  City  


St.    Paul 

Bayfield    

Spooner  

Duluth   

Le    Mars    

St.    Paul   Jet 

Omaha    


Stillwater  Sw 

Stillwater    

Ellsworth    

Marshfleld    

Ashland    

ShawTMTlls""-"™. 

Mondovl    

Menomonle    City.. 

Elmore    

Pipestone  

Fairmont   , 

Currie    

Mitchell  

Doon    

Newcastle  

Norfolk    

Crofton    

Bloomfield   

Weston    

Draper   

Yellow  River  


Rice's    Point 
Minneapolis 

Merriam    

Sioux   City   - 


Sioux   City   Bridge 
Company's    track 


192.82 

177.57 
81.51 
71.70 

941.49 
1.02 

12S.06 

4.55 

3.80 

24.82 

88.67 
4.38 

i.ai 

2.74 
36.75 

3.01 
48.00 
55.10 
29.38 
38.63 
130.73 
28.00 
26.95 
46.50 
49.14 
43.14 
36.87 
66.00 
49.S 


1.50 
11.40 

27.00 
25.20 


S.OO 

.60 


SooS 


1,841.81 


1,7U. 
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OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


President  

First   Vice    President 

Second  Vice  President 

Secretary 

Trearurer  and  2d  Asst.  Secretary. 
Asst.  Treas.  and  3d  Asst.  Secy . . . 

General  Counsel    

General  Attorney   , . 

Comptroller    

Auditor  of  Expenditures 

Local  Treasurer    

General  Managrer   

Chief  Engineer 

General  Superintendent   

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Purchasing:  Asrent   

Superintendent  of  Telesrraph 

Freigrht  Traffic  Managrer 

General   Freigrht   Agrent 

Asst.  General  Freigrht  Agrent 

General  Passengrer  Agrent 

Asst.  General  Passeng^er  Agrent.  . . 

General  Ba.gga.ge  Agrent 

Car  Service  Agrent 

General  Claim  Agrent 

Land  Commissioner 

Tax  Commissioner 

Superintendent  D.  &  B.  Cars 

Freigrht  Claim  Agrent 

Division  Frt.  and  Pass.  Agrent... 
Division  Frt.  and  Pass.  Agrent. . . 


M.  Hugrhitt 

E.  E.  Osborn. . . 
Jas.  T.  Clark. . . 

E.  E.  Woodman. 
R.  H.  Williams. 
M.  B.  VanZandt 
Thomas  Wilson. 
Jas.  B.  Sheean. 
L.  A.  Robinson. 
W.  H.  Stennett. 
Chas.  P.  Nash. . 
A.  W.  Trenholm 
C.  W.  Johnson . . 
S.  G.  Strickland. 
T.  W.  Kennedy. 
L.  F.  Slaker 

F.  E.  Nicoles. .. 
Isaac    Seddon . . . 

H.  C.  Hope 

H.  M.   Pearce . . . 

E.  B.  Ober 

F.  C.  Gifford 

T.  W.  Teasdale. 

G.  H.  MacRae . . 

E.  F.  Woode 

G.  L.  Ossman . . . 

E.  L.  Poole 

G.  W.  Bell 

T.  A.  Polleys. . . 

G.  W.  Steen 

C.  F.  Shanley .  . . 
A.  M.  Fenton . . . 
L.  Sholes 


Chlcagro,  111. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Hudson.  Wis. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Chlcagro,  111. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Eau   Claire.    Wis. 
St.  James,  Minn. 
Omaha,    Nebr. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St  Paul,  Minn. 
St  Paul.  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
St  Paul,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Hudson,  Wis. 
St.  Paul.  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Duluth.   Minn. 
Omaha.   Nebr. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 


Postoffice  Address 


•Albert  Keep  .... 
H,  McK.  Twombly 
W.  K.  Vanderbilt. 
F.  W.  Vanderbilt  . 
Marvin  Hugrhitt  . . 

D.  P.  Kimball 

Zenas    Crane 

B.  L.  Smith 

C.  M.  Depew 

E.  E.  Osborn 

J.  M.  Whitman. .. 
Thomas  Wilson  . . 
J.    A.    Humbird . . . 


Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 


Chlcagro,  111..... 
New  York.  N.  y: 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

Chlcagro,   111 

Boston,   Mass .... 

Dal  ton,   Mass 

Chicago,    111 

New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

Chioasro,   III 

St.  Paul,  Minn... 
St  Paul,  Minn. .. 


October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 

October 
October, 
October, 
October, 

October 
October 
October 
October, 


1907. 
1»07. 
1907. 
1907. 
1908. 
1908. 
1908. 
1908. 
190S. 
1909. 
1909. 
1909. 
1909. 


*  Deceased. 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  1,10.8. 

2.  Date    of    last   meetlngr   of    stockholders    for    election    of   directors, 
October   19,    1906. 

3.  Postoffice  address  of  greneral  office.  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

4.  Postoffice  address  of  operating:  office,  St.  Paul.  Minn.     (For  roads 
takinsr  operatingr  reports.) 

6.     Name  and  address  of  officer  to  whom  correspondence  regrarding  this 
report  should  be  addressed,  L.  A.  Robinson,  Comptroller,  St  Paul,  Minn. 
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OFFICERS 


TlOe 


Location  of  Office 


Chairman  of  the  Board 

Chairman  of  the  Executive  Com . . 

President 

First  Vice  President 

Second  Vice  President 

Third  Vice  President 

Fourth  Vice  President 

Fifth  Vice   President 

Assistant  to  President 

Asst.  to  Fourth  Vice  President.. 

Secretary  and  Treasurer 

General  Counsel   

Qeneral  Solicitor 

General  Attorney   

General  Attorney   

General  Attorney   

General  Attorney   

General  Attorney   

Commerce  Counsel 

G^eneral  Auditor   

Assistant  General  Auditor 

Auditor  Disbursements    

Auditor  Freight  Traffic 

Auditor  Passenger  Traffic 

General  Manager   

Assistant  General  Manager 

General  Supt.  Central  District... 
General  Supt.  Northern  District.. 

General  Supt.  S.  W.  District 

General  Supt.  Choctaw  District.. 
General  Supt.  Southern  District.. 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division  Superintendent 

Division    Superintendent 

Division    Superintendent 

Division    Superintendent 

Division    Superintendent 

Superintendent  Telegraph 

General  Purchasing  Agent 

Chief  Engineer 

Freight  Traffic  Manager 

General  Freight  Agent 

Qeneral  Freight  Agent 

General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Asst.  General  Freight  Agent 

Passenger   Traffic   Manager 

General  Passenger  Agent 

General  Passenger  Agent 

Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent. . 
Asst.  Greneral  Passenger  Agent. . 

General   Baggage  Agent 

Real  Estate  and  Tax  Agent 


D.  G.    Reld 

B.  F.  Yoakum 

B.  L.  Wlnchell 

R.  A.  Jackson 

H.  U.  Mudge 

W.  B.   Biddle 

C.  W.  Hillard 

E,  L.  Pollock 

S.  T.  Fulton 

H.  M.  Sloan 

Geo.  H.  Crosby 

Robert   Mather    

R.  A.   Jackson 

M.  A,  Low 

B.  S.  Cable 

W.   T.    Rankin 

E.  C.  Lindley 

W.   F.   Evans 

K.  B.  Pierce 

Frank  Nay    

W.   H.    Burns 

C.  F.  Balch 

C.  Q.  Weaver 

A.  Hermany   

F.  O.  Melcher 

W.   S.   Tiusman 

H.  S.  Cable 

C.   H.   Hubbell 

A.   E.   Sweet 

H.  M.  Hallock 

H.  W.  Robins 

A.  W.  Kelso 

J.  B.  Smalley 

C.  W.  Jones 

C.  L.  Brown 

A.  T.  Abbott 

Q.   A.   Merrill 

Garrett   Davis 

C.  J.  Wilson 

W.   H.   Given 

W.  M.  Whitenton 

A.    B.   Copley 

Q.  W.  Rourke 

H.  P.  Greenough 

H.    R.    Saunders 

J.  C.  Nolan 

W.   Rudd    

T.   H.    Beacom 

John  McGie 

M.  McKernan   

J.  G.  Jennings. 

F.  P.  Jeftries 

J.  B.  Berry 

H.    Gower    

T.   H.   Simmons 

H.  H.  Bmbry 

H.   W.   Morrison 

H.  A.  Snyder 

M.   A.   Patterson .... 
S.    H.   Johnson 

F.  J.  Shubert 

R.  G.  Brown 

K.  M.  Wharry 

G.  B.    Albright 

John   Sebastian 

L.    M.    Allen 

Qeo.   H.   Lee... 

W.  J.  Leahy 

H.    S.    Ray 

Geo.  F.  Lee 

J.   T.   Maher 


New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
Chicago.  111. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Chicago.  111. 
Topeka,  Kan. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Davenport.  Iowa. 
Cedar  Rapids,  la. 
Topeka.  Kan. 
Little  Rock  .Ark. 
Forth  Worth,  Tex. 
Chicago.  111. 
Rock  Island,  111. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Fairbury.  Nebr. 
Colo.  Springs.  Col. 
Cedar  Rapids,  la. 
Cedar  Rapids.  la. 
Estherville,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 
Trenton,   Mo. 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 
Herlngton,  Kan. 
Dalhart,  Tex. 
Little  Rock,  Ark. 
Ruston.   La. 
Haileyvllle,   I.   T. 
El   Reno.   O.  T. 
Geary,  O.  T. 
Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
Chicago,    111. 
Chicago,    111. 
Chicago,    111. 
Chicago.    111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Kansas  City.  Mo. 
Little  Rock,  Ark. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Chicago,    111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 
St.   Louis.  Mo. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago.  111. 
Little  Rock.  Ark. 
Chleago,  111. 
St.    Louis,    Mo. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
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ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 


Postofflce  Address 


Expiration  of  Term 


D.   G.   Reid 

Jas.  Campbell  — 
Robert  Mather  . . 
John  J.  Mitchell. 

R.  R.  Cable 

J.  H.  Moore 

F.  L.  Hlne 

Oerden  Mills   

A.  E.  Orr 

W.  H.   Moore 

B.  P.  Yoakum . . . 
B.  L.  Wlnchell . . 
Geo.   G.  McMurty 


New  York.  N.  Y. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. . . . 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

Chicagro,  111 

Chicago,  111 

Chicago,  111 

New  York,  N.  Y, 
New  York,  N.  Y, 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y 
New  York,  N.  Y 

Chlcasro,  111 

New  York,  N.  Y 


October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 


1908. 
1908. 
1908. 
1908. 
1909. 
1909. 
1909. 
1909. 
1909. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 


1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  584. 

2.  Date    of    last   meeting    of    stockholders    for    election    of   directors, 
October  11,  1906. 

3.  Postofflce  address  of  general  offlce,  Chicago,  111. 

4.  Postofflce  address  of  operating  offlce,  Chicago,  111. 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS 


193 


1. 


8. 


COLFAX   NORTHERN  RAILROAD   COMPANY. 
PBOPBBTY  OPKRATBD 

Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

b  Branches  and  spnn. 
Line  operated  under  lease  for  specified  snm. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  class  of 
roads  named 

From— 

To- 

1.  a  Colfax  Northern  R.  R. 

S.     Colfax  Cons.  Coal  Co. 

Colfax,   la.  

Colfax,   la 

No.  8  Junction 

Valeria.  la 

Seevers.  la.  

No.    8  Shaft   

6.00 

5.00 
8.00 

6.00 
7.00 

Total    

18.00 

OFFICERS 


TiUe 

Name 

Location  of  Office 

President 

J.  L.   Parrish 

J.   B.   Ryan 

Frank  B.  Hooper 

W.  Blakeley 

W.  Blakeley   

Frank  B.  Hooper .... 
a.   F.   Richards 

Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

First   Vice   President 

Secretary 

Colfax,  Iowa. 
Colfax.  Iowa. 

Treasurer    

Auditor    

Gi^Tie»*ftl  Manaprer   --..-- 1 

Colfax,  Iowa.' 
Colfax,  Iowa. 
Colfax.  Iowa. 

Chief  Enflrineer  

Des  Moines.  Jo'vrA, 

ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

J    L.  Parrish 

Des   Moines,   Iowa. . . 
Davenport,    Iowa. . . . 
Des   Moines,   Iowa. . . 

Colfax,    Iowa 

Colfax,    Iowa 

Auffust  16,  1907. 
Auerust  16,  1907. 
AuflTUSt  16,  1907. 

Auerust  16;  1907. 

Auerust  16,  1907, 

F.  H.   GriffffB 

R.  Ryan 

J.   B.   Ryan 

F.  B.  Hooper 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  7. 

2.  Date    of   last   meetiner   of    stockholders    for    election    of    directorq, 
July  12,  1906. 

3.  Postofflce  address  of  general  office,  Colfax,  Iowa. 

4.  Postoffice  address  of  operatiner  office,  Colfax,  Iowa. 
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1. 


CROOKED  CREEK  RAILROAD  AND  COAL  COMPANY 

PBOPBRTY  OPBBATBD 

Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
a  Main  line, 
ft  Branches  and  spnrs. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

1  Of  line  for 
ih  class  of 
ids  named 

From— 

To- 

Mllet 
eac 
roi 

1.  a  Crooked  Creek  Railroad  ft 
Coal  Co.  

Lehiffh,    la.    . 

Webster    City,  la.. 

17.61 

17.61 

Total   

17.61 

17.61 

OFFICERS 


Tiae 

Name 

Location  of  Office 

President 

Geo.  E.  Burn  ham .... 

F.   Paul   Stone 

Chas.  L.  Burnham .  . . 

L.  A.   McMurray 

Ralph  Addy    

W.    H.    Whlteford... 
W.    H.    Whlteford... 
W.    H.    Whlteford... 

Milwaukee    'Wis. 

First  Vice  President 

Secretary  

Oconomowoc  Wis. 
Milwaukee    W'is 

Treasurer 

Auditor    

Gren^ral  Manasrer   . .  ^  - .  r . .  ^  r . .  r  *  * 

Webster  City,  la. 
Lfehish,  Iowa. 
Lehigrh,  Iowa. 
Lehigh,  Iowa. 
Lehiffh,  Iowa. 

Gteneral  Frelgrnt   Agent 

General  Passenser  Agrent 

ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postoffice  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

John   Q.   Burnham 

Geo.  E.  Burnham 

F.  Paul  Stone 

Chas.    F.    Burnham 

L.  A.  McMurray 

Charles    L.    Burnham 

Milwaukee,   Wis 

Milwaukee,   Wis 

Oconomowoc,    Wis... 

Milwaukee,   Wis 

Webster  City,  Iowa. . 
Milwaukee,  Wis 

September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 
September  17,  1907 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  18. 

2.  Date    of   last   meeting    of    stockholders    for    election    of   directors, 
September  16,  1907. 

3.  Postofnce  address  of  sreneral  office.  Lehlerb.  Iowa. 

4.  Postoffice  address  of  operatinsr  ofnce,  Lehiffh,  Iowa. 
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DES  MOINES,   IOWA  FALLS   &  NORTHERN   RAILWAY  COMPANY 

PROPERTY  OPBRATBD 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

ft  Branches  and  spnn. 
6.    Line  operated  under  trackage  rights. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

1  Of  line  for 
!h  class  of 
Ids  named 

From— 

To- 

Milei 
eac 
roa 

1.     Des   Moines.   Iowa  Falls  ft 
Northern   Ry.   Co 

6.     Des  Moines  Western  Ry.  Co. 

Iowa  Falls 

Des  Moines  Termin- 
als only 

Des   Moines  

1 

70.  U 
4.62 

70.44 
4.89 

Total    

75.0tjj      75.05 

OFFICERS 


Title 

Name 

Location  of  Office 

President 

First   Vice   President 

Secretary  

Treasurer    

Attorney,    or   Oeneral    Counsel . . . 
Q-enerftl  Manaff^r .  r . . . 

W.  A.  Bradford 

Oeo.   A.   Fernald 

Geo.  A.  W.  Dodgre . . . 
Geo.  A,  W.  Dodfire . . . 

J.  H.  Funk 

W.    J.    Souder 

W.    J.    Souder 

Chicago.  111. 
Boston,   Mass. 
Winchester,   Mass. 
Winchester,   Mass. 
Iowa  Falls.   Iowa. 
Iowa  Falls.   Iowa. 

Supelntendent    

Iowa  Falls.   Iowa. 

ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

W.   A,    Bradford. 

Geo.  A.  Fernald 

Gteo.  A.  W.  Dodgre 

G.  H.  Dodgre . . .  - 

W.    J.    Souder 

Ellsworth  Bds,  Chgro. 

Boston,   Mass 

Winchester,    Mass. . . 

Indianapolis,   Ind 

Iowa  Falls,  Iowa. . . . 

December  10,  1907 
December  10,  1907 
December  10,  1907 
December  10,  1907 
December  10,  1907 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  6. 

2.  Date    of   last   meeting   of    stockholders    for   election    of   directors, 
December  12,  1906. 

8.     Postofflce  address  of  greneral  office,  Iowa  Falls,  Iowa. 
4.     Postoffice  address  of  opecatingr  office,  Iowa  Falls,  Iowa. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


DES  MOINES  UNION.  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

PROPERTY  OPBRATBD 

L.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
a  Main  line. 
b  Branches  and  spurs. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

» of  line  for 
h  class  of 
ids  named 

Prom— 

To- 

iU 

1.     Des    Moines   Union   Railway 
Co.    , 

Des   Moines  . 

:z 

Des  Moines 

4.00 

Total    

4.00 

OFFICERS 


Title 

Name 

Location  of  Office 

Chairman   of   the   Board 

President 

P.  C.  Hubbell 

P.  C.  Hubbell 

H.  D.  Thompson 

P.  M.  Hubbell 

H.  D.  Thompson 

N.  T.-  Guernsey 

E.  G.  Mitchell 

A.  Lk  Morgran 

J.  A.  Wasrner 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

First  Vice  President 

Secretary     

Treasurer 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines.  Iowa 

Attorney,  or  General  Counsel 

Auditor    

Chief  Ensrineer 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
D^fl   Moinea    Tomra 

G^eneral  Superintendent   

Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

P.   C.   Hubbell 

H.  D.  Thompson   

P.  M.  Hubbell 

G.  C.  Hubbell 

C.   Huttenlocher    

E     W.    Mr-TTflnnft 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. . . . 

Des  Moines,  Iowa 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. . . . 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. . . . 
ChicafiTO.    Ill 

January  2,  1908. 
January  2,  1908. 
January  2,  1908. 
January  2,   1908. 
January  2,  1908. 
January  2,  1908. 
January  2,   1908. 
January  2,   1908. 

C.   E.   Vroman 

Chicaso.    Ill 

E.   B.   Pryor 

St.  Louis,  Mo 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  11. 

2.  Date    of    last   meeting    of    stockholders    for    election    of   directors, 
January  18,  1907. 

8.     Postofflce  address  of  ereneral  office,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
4.     Postoffice  address  of  operatlngr  office,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
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DES  MOINES  WESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

PBOPBBTY  OFBRATBD 

1.   Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
o  Main  line. 
5  Branches  and  spars. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To— 


u 

o 


u 

Il9 


in 


1.     Des  Moines  Western  Railway 
Co. 

Total   


B.  Des  Moines 


B.  Des  Moines 


4.1 


4.d» 


OFFICERS 


TlUe 

Name 

Location  of  Office 

Chairman  of  the  Board 

President 

F.  M.  Hubbell 

F.  M.  Uubbell 

a.  A.  W.  Dodge 

H.  D.  Thompson 

C.  U.  Hueston 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines    lo'nra^ 

First   Vice   President 

Secretary    and  Treasurer 

Gteneral  Superintendent 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

F.  M.  Hubbell * 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. . . . 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. . . . 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. . . . 
Iowa  Falls,  Iowa. . . . 
Iowa  Falls,  Iowa. . . . 

January  2.  1908. 

w   "n^  Thomnson  -  - .--»»- 

January  2,  190g. 
January  2,  1908. 
January  2,  1908. 
January  2.  1908. 

C   Till  t  ten  locher    -  r r---T.i. 

O    A     XT'.  Dodsre ..*. 

W    J.  Souder • • 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  10. 

2.  Date   of   last   meeting   of   stockholders    for   election    of    directors, 
March  20,  1907. 

8.     Postofflce  address  of  ffeneral  office,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
4.     Postoffice  address  of  operating  office,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


1. 


DUBUQUE  &  SIOUX  CITY  RAILROAD  COMPANY 

PBOPBBTY  OPBBATBD 

Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
a  Main  line. 
b  Branches  and  spurs. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

1  of  line  for 
!h  class  of 
Ids  named 

Prom— 

To- 

Milei 
eac 
roa 

1.  aDnbnane  ft  Sionz  City  B.  B. 
1.  ft  Dubuque  &  Sioux  City  B.  B. 

Dubuque.  la.  

Manchester,  la. 

Onawa,    la 

Tara.    la.    

Cedar  Falls  Jet.,  la 
Stacyrille  Jet.,  la.. 

Slouz  City.  la 

Cedar  Bapids.   la. 
Sioux  Falls,   S.  D. 
Council    Bluffs.  la. 
Olenyille  Jet., Minn 
Stacyrille,  la 

«i.85 
156.SB 
188.88 

94.88 
7.08 

888.98 
488.88 

Total   

768.88 

OFFICERS 


TiUe 


Location  of  Office 


President     

Vice    President    

Second  Vice  President 

Assistant   to   the   President 

Secretary     

Treasurer    

Assistant   Secretary    

Assistant    Secretary    

Comptroller    

General  Manag^er   


J.  T.  Harahan . . , 
W.  J.   Harahan . , 

I.  G.  Rawn 

J.   P.  Titus 

J.    F.   Merry 

E.  T.  H.  Gibson. 
D.  R.   Burbank. 

W.   G.   Bruen 

Con  F.  Krebs 

F.  B.    Harriman. 


Chicago.  111. 
Chicasro.  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Dubuque,  Iowa. 
New  York,  N.  i'. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

Stuyvesant  Fish 

E.  H.  Harriman   

E   T   H.  Gibson 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Chlcaico.    Ill 

October.    1907. 
October,    1907. 
October.    1907. 

J.    W.    Auchincloss 

J     T     TTara.ha.n 

October,    1907. 
October.    1907. 

A     R.    Loomis 

Ft.  Dodge,  Iowa 

Waterloo,  Iowa 

Waterloo,  Iowa 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. . 

Dubuque,  Iowa 

Dubuque,  Iowa 

Dubuque,  Iowa 

ChicaRO.  Ill 

October.    1907. 

Geo.   C.    Lichty 

H.   M.   Reed    

October,    1907. 
October.   1907. 

W     Q     Dows 

October.    1907. 

W.  H.  Torbert 

J   V   Rider 

October,    1907. 
October.   1907. 

J     T     Adams 

October.   1907. 

P   D    Stout 

October.    1907. 

Walther  Luttsren    

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

October.    1907. 

A.    G.   Hackstaff 

October,    1907. 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  29. 

2.  Date    of   last   meeting   of    stockholders    for   election    of   directors, 
October  18,  1906. 

8.    Postofflce  address  of  ffeneral  office,  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

4.     Postoffice  address  of  operatinff  office.  Central  Station,  Chicago. 
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IOWA  CENTRAL   RAILWAY   COMPANY 
PBOPBBTY  OPERATBD 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Biain  line. 

b  Branches  and  spurs. 
8.    Proprietary  companies  whose  entire  capital  stock  Is  owned  by  this  company. 
8.    Line  operated  under  lease  for  speciiled  snm. 

4.  Line  operated   under   contract,   or   where   the   rental   is   contingent  upon 

earnings  or  other  considerations. 

5.  Line  operated  under  trackage  rights. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

1  Of  line  for 
!h  class  of 
ids  named 

Prom— 

To- 

Mllei 
eac 
roa 

1.  aMain  Line  

Bastern  Dirislon.. 

Illinois  Division  

Northwood,   la  

Oskaloosa,    la.   — 
la.-Ul.  State  Line.. 

Hampton,  la — 

Minerva  Jet.  

Newburg,   la.  

<;.  M.  Jet.,  la 

New  Sharon,  la 

Lynnvllle  Jet.,  la.. 

Belmond.   la 

Northwood,  la. 

Iowa  Jet.,  Ill 

Albia,    la.    

la.-IU.    St.    Line- 
Iowa  Jet.,    111.   .. 

Belmond,  la. 

Story  City.   la 

State    Center.    U. 
Montezuma,    la — 

Newton,    la.   

Lynnvllle,  la.  — 

Algona,  la. 

Albert  Lea,   Minn. 
Peoria,  111. 

188.96 
96.90 
89.80 

878.06 

1.  ftBelmond  Branch  

88.80 
84.51 
96.64 
18.61 
87.75 
8.60 

Story   City   Branch 

State  Center  Branch 

Montezuma  Branch  

Newton  Branch  

8.     None. 
8.     None. 
4.     Iowa  Central  &  Western  Ry. 

187.81 

87.00 

87.00 

5.     Main  Line 

Illinois  Division 

16.86 
8.80 

19.16 

Total    

688.48 

668.a 

OFFICERS 


Title 


Location  of  Office 


President    

Vice  President 

Vice  President 

Secretary 

Treasurer    

Assistant  Treasurer 

Oeneral  Counsel   

Auditor    

General  Manasrer  

Chief  Engineer  

Oeneral    Superintendent    

Superintendent 

Superintendent  of  Telegrraph .... 

Freight  Traffic  Manager 

Asst.   General   Freigrht  Aerent 

Asst.  General  Freigrht  Agrent 

General  Passenger  Asrent 

General  Ticket  Affent 

General    Baggagre    Affent 


Edwin  Hawley  . . 

F.   H.  Davis 

L.  F.  Day 

A.  C.  Doan 

F.  H.  Davis 

Joseph   Gaskell.. 
Geo.  W.  Seevers, 

L.  G.  Scott 

L.  F.  Day 

W.  D.  Wheeler. , 
D.  C.  Noonan. . .. 

C.  S.  Hayden 

S.  J.  Dunn 

J.    N.    Tittemore 

S.  G.  Lutz , 

H.  F.  Marsh 

A.  B.  Cutts 

A.  B.  Cutts 

A.  B.  Cutts 


New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Oskaloosa,    Iowa. 
Oskaloosa,    Iowa. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Peoria,  111. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 


THIRTIETH  ANNQAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


ORQANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

li.   c.  Weir 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

ChicaflTO.  Ill 

September,  1911. 
September,  1911. 
September,  1911. 
September,  1907. 
September,  1907. 
September,  1907. 
September,  1908. 
September,  1908. 
September,  1908. 
September,  1909. 
September,  1909. 
September,  1909. 
September,  1910. 
September,  1910. 
September,  1910. 

Charles  W.  Osborn 

Frank  Trumbull 

Edwin  Hawley    

P     H.    Davis 

Gteo.  Crocker   

T.   P.   Shonts 

E2.  C   Bradley 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Minneapolis,   Minn... 

Chicago,  111 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Chicago,  111 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

H.  E3.  HuntlnfTton 

L-    F.    Day..T 

I^enrv  A.  Gardner 

William  ShiUaber    

Paul  Morton  -  -  r ,  -  ^ . .  -  - » . ,  -  t  » t  -  -  - 

John   E.   Searles 

"W.   S    Crandell 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  588. 

2.  Date   of    last   meetiner   of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors, 
September  7,  1906. 

8.     Postofflce  address  of  general  office.  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
4.     Postofflce  address  of  operating:  office,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COBIMISSIONERS 


201 


ALBIA  &  CENTERVILLE  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

PROPERTY  OPBRATBD 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
a  Main  line. 


« 

• 
Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

u 

•2a 

From— 

To— 

Mllef 
eac 
roa 

1.  aAlbla 

A  CenterviUe  Ry.  Co. 

Albla,   la 

C^nterville.  la.  

84.40 

94.40 

Total 

84.40 

84.40 

OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


First   Vice   President 

Secretary     

Assistant  Treasurer    

Attorney,  or  General  Counsel .... 

Auditor    

General  Manager   

Chief  Engineer  

General  Superintendent   

Superintendent    

Superintendent   of   Telegraph .... 

Traffic  Manager   

Assistant    Freight   Agent 

Assistant  General  Freight  Agent 

General    Passenger   Agent 

General  Ticket  Agent 

General  Baggage  Agent 


T.  P.  Shonts 

J.  J.  Slocum. . . . 

C.  W.  Osborne. . 
Geo.  W.  Seevers 

Lu  G.   Scott 

L.  F.  Day 

W.  D.  Wheeler. 

D.  G.  Noonan . . . 
C.  S.  Hay  den. . . 

S.   J.  Dunn 

J.  N.  Tittemore. 

S.  G.  Lutz 

H.    F.    Marsh... 

A.  B.  Cutts 

A.  B.  Cutts 

A.  B.  Cutts 


New  York,  N.  T. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Oskaloosa,  Iowa. 
Oskaloosa,  Iowa. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Peoria,  111. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postoffice  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

Russell  Sasre    

T    P   Shonts ..••.•••. 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York.  N.  Y 

December    2.    1907. 

E    C    Osborn ••■••••• 

December   2.    1907. 

C    W    Osborne 

December   2.    1907. 

J     J     Slocum ....■.■. 

December    2     1907. 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  8. 

2.  Date   of    last    meeting   of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors, 
December  5,  1905. 

3.  Postoffice  address  of  general  office.  New  York,  N.  Y. 

4.  Postoffice  address  of  operating  office,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 


THIBTIBTH  ANHUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


HAHCHESTBR  &  ONEDIA  RAILWAY   COMPANY 

PBOFBBTX  OPBKATBD 

.    Kallroad  line  r*preMDt«4  by  capital  stock: 
•  lUlD  line. 
h  Biuiclua  and  ipUM. 


Tamlnala 

— 

|l 

ill 

From-                            To- 

1*5 

H 

Location  of  Office 


Chairman   ot   the   Board 

Prealdent 

FiMt   Vice    Prealdont 

Seeret«,ry  

Treasurer    

Attorney,  or  General  Counsel 

Chiet  EnglDeer  

Traffic  Manager   

General   Frelsht   Agent 

General    PaasenKcr    Agent. .. 


E.  M,  Carr. .. 
Jos.  Hutchlnso 
A.  HdI lister  . . 
H.  C.  Haeberl. 
M.  P.  LeRoy.. 

F.  Blair  

Chas.  J.  Seeds 

D,  H.    Young. 

E.  E.  Brewer. 
A.  HolllBter  .. 
E.  H.   Hoyt... 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  o(  IHractors 


E.  M.  Carr 

E.    H.    Hoyt 

Chas.    J.    Seeds.. 

I..   I*   Hoyt 

H.     C.     Haeberle. 

I^Matthewam.'. 
Wm.  Hockaday  . 

J.    J.    HOUK 

Jos.   Hutch  [naoD 

M.    F.    LeRoy 

H.   R.   Hoblnaon. 
A,   A.  Morse 

A.  Holllater    .... 

B.  W.  Jewel! 


Poatolllco  Addreas 


Manchester,  Iowa.  ■ 


Manchester,  I 


Iowa. 

Date  of  EipIraUon 


t    Tu,  Apr.,   1909 


e  of  laat  elect li 
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MINNEAPOLIS  A  ST.  LOUIS  RAILROAD  COMPANY 

PROPBBTY  OPBBATBD 

1.  Bailroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

o  Main  line. 

5  Branches  and  spnrs. 

2.  Proprietary  companies  whose  entire  capital  stock  is  owned  by  this  company. 
8.    Line  operated   under  lease  for   specified  sum. 

4.  Line   operated   under   contract,    or   where   the   rental   Is   contingent   upon 

earnings  or  other  considerations. 

5.  Line  operated  under  trackage  rights. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To— 


O 


u 

asS 

^^  ^^   ^^ 


1.  a  The  Minneapolis  A  St.  Louis 
R.   R.  Co 

1.  &The  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis 
R.   R.   Co 


2.     None. 
8.      None. 

4.     Des  Moines  &  Ft.  Dodge  R. 
R.    Co 

Minn.,  Dak.  &  Pac.  Ry 

6.      Nor.   Pac.   Ry.   Co.   

CM.  A  St.  P.  Ry.  Co 

111.  Central  B.  R.  Co 

Des  Moines  Union  Ry.  Co... 


Total 


Minneapolis,    Minn. 

Kale  Jet.,   la 

Hopkins,  Minn. 

Manltou    Jet.,  Minn 
Winthrop,    Minn.... 


Ruthyen,    la. 


Watertown,   S.  D... 

Conde,   S.   D.   

Minneapolis.    Minn. 

Spencer,  la 

Tara,   la.   


Angus,   la. 


Kalo,  la.  

Watertown,  8.  D. 
Tonka  Bay,  Minn, 
Storm   Lake«    la... 


Des  Moines.  la... 
At  Ft.  Dodge,  la. 
Cola,  S.  D 

Northville,  S.  D... 
St.    Paul,    Minn... 

Ruthven,  la. 

Pt.  Dodffe,  la.  .. 
At  Des    Moines — 


960.90 
1.14 


1.46 
158.60 


187.01 

.91 

114.18 

38.60 

10.11 

19.45 

6.07 

.58 


086.97 


an.BL 


187.08 
187.78 

90.tl 


086.07 


OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


President     

Vice   President    

Secretary    and    Asst.    Treasurer. . 

Treasurer    

General  Counsel    

Auditor    

General  Managrer   

Chief  Engineer   

General    Superintendent    

Superintendent    

Freight    Traffic    Manager 

Asst.  General   Freight   Agent.... 
Asst.   General   Freight  Agent.... 

General    Passenger    Agent 

General   Ticket  Agent 

General  Baggage  Agent 


Edwin  Hawley 

L.   F.  Day 

Joseph  Gaskell 
F.   H.  Davis.... 
Geo.  "W.  Seevers 

L.   G.   Scott 1 

L.   F.  Day 

W.  D.  Wheeler. 

D.  C.  Noonan. . . 

E.  D.  Hogan 

J.  N.  Tlttemore . 

H.  F.  Marsh 

S.  G.  Lutz 

A.  B.  Cutts 

A.  B.  Cutts 

A.  B.  Cutts 


New  York,  N.  Y. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,    Minn. 
Peoria,   111. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


ORQANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 


Postofflce  Address 


Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 


E.  Hawley    , 

F.  B.   Palmer    

L.   C.  Weir 

H.    E.    HuntlngrtOD 

J.    N.    Wallace 

Frank   Trumbull 

F.    H.    Davis 

J.   E.   Searles 

L.    F.    Day 


New  York,  N.  T 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York.  N.  Y 

New  York.  N.  Y 

New  York.  N.  Y. . . . 

New  York.  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York.  N.  Y 

Minneapolis,   Minn . . 


October. 
October. 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October, 
October. 


1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
190s. 
1903. 
1908. 
1909. 

19MJ*. 

1909. 


1 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election.  486. 

2.  Date    of    last   meetingr   of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors, 
October  2,  1906. 

8.     Postofflce  address  of  flreneral  offlce,  Minneapolis.  Minn. 
4.     Postofflce  address  of  operating:  offlce,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
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MUSCATINE  NORTH   A   SOUTH   RAILWAY  COMPANY 

PROPBRTY  OPERATBD 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 
a  Main  line. 
b  Branches  and  spun. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

I  of  line  for 
h  class  of 
ids  named 

Prom- 

To- 

MUei 
eac 
rofl 

1.      M.,  N. 

&  S.  Ry.  Co 

Mascatlne    ... 

1  Blrlck  Jet 

88.07 

Total    .. 

--.-.._. _....^... 

8B.67 

OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Ofllce 


President     

Secretary   and   Treasurer 

Attorney,    or   General   Counsel . . . 

Auditor    

General  Managrer   

Superintendent   of   Telegrraph .... 

Greneral   Frelfirht  Aflrent 

General    Passenger   Aflrent 


Chas.  Howard  . 
George  Reeder 
Henry  Jayne  . . 
Georfire  Reeder 
Chas.   Howard 

J.  A.  Coe 

G.  B.  Birch 

G.  B.  Birch 


Muscatine, 
Muscatine, 
Muscatine, 
Muscatine, 
Muscatine, 
Muscatine, 
Muscatine, 
Muscatine, 


Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 


ORGANIZATION 


r^c : 

Names  of  Directors 

PostofDce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

Chas.    Howard     

J    S    Clark 

Muscatine,  Iowa 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

Philadelphia,  Pa 

February    1,    1908. 
February    1,    1908. 
February    1,    1908. 

Jno    Graham    .......t...t*t..r.. 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  4. 

2.  Date    of    last   meeting   of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors, 
January  1,  1907. 

3.  Postofllce  address  of  greneral  office,  Muscatine,  Iowa. 

4.  Postofnce   address   of   operCttlngr   ofnce,   Muscatine,    Iowa. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


NEWTON  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY 

PBOPBRTY  OPERATED 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

5  Branches  and  spnrs. 
8.    Line  operated  under  lease  for  specified  sum. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

1  Of  line  for 
h  class  of 
ids  named 

From— 

To- 

Milei 
eac 
roa 

1.     Newton  &  Northwestern  R.  R 
8.     Colfax  Branch 

Newton,  la 

Goddard,    la 

• 

Rockwell  City.  la. 
Colfax,  la 

102.5      lOt.6 
4.1          4.1 

Total  

106.06     106.06 

Note.  8.  Colfax  branch  Is  owned  by  the  Fort  Dodge,  Des  Moines  &  Southern 
B.  R.  Co.  and  was  oi>erated  by  the  Newton  &  Northwestern  R.  R.  Co.  without 
consideration  pending  further  construction. 


OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


President     

Vice   President    

Secretary 

Treasurer    , 

General    Counsel 

Auditor 

Oeneral  Manaarer   

General   Frelg-nt  Asrent. . . . 
General    Passen^rer   Asrent. 


Homer  Lorlnfir 

Frederick  A.  Farrar. 
Chas.  F.  Cushman .  . . 
Frederick  A.  Farrar. 

S.  R.  Dyer 

W.  Chamberlain   .... 

J.  L.  Blake 

C.  H.  Crooks 

C.  H.  Crooks 


Boston, 

Boston, 

Boston, 

Boston, 

Boone. 

Boone, 

Boone. 

Boone, 

Boone, 


Mass. 

Mass. 

Mass. 

Mass. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postoffice  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

Homer    Lorlngr    

Frederick   A.    Farrar 

Henry    W.    Poor 

Franklin   L.   Hunt 

S.   R.  Dyer 

Boston,   Mass 

Boston,   Mass 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Boston,    Mass 

Boone,  Iowa 

May.  1908. 
May.   1908. 
May,   1908. 
May.  1908. 
May.   1908. 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  101. 

2.  Date    of    last   meeting^   of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors, 
Ubv  14.   1907. 

8.     Postoffice  address  of  sreneral  office.  Boone.  Iowa. 
4.     Postoffice  address  of  operating  office,  Boone,  Iowa. 
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TABOR  A   NORTHERN   RAILWAY   CO 
PROPERTY   OPBRATBO 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

If  Branches  and  spars. 
5.    Line  operated   under   trackage  rights. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To— 


a 


-JSd 


1.     Tabor  &  Northern  Railway.. 

5.     Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quin- 

cy  Rd.  Co 


Tabor  

Switching  connectlo 


ACalyern ... 

n  at   Malvern.. 


8.79 
1.90 


OFFICERS 


Title 

Name 

Location  of  Office 

Chairman  of  the  Board 

President     • 

R.   McClelland    

R.   McClelland    

Thomas  McClelland.. 

R.    S.    McClelland 

R.    S.    McClelland... 

R.  McClelland 

R.    S.    McClelland... 

Tabor,  Iowa. 
Tabor   Icwa. 

First   Vice    President 

Secretary    and    Treasurer 

Auditor    

Qeneral  Manasrer   

Traffic  Managrer    

Galesburg,  111. 
Tabor,  Iowa. 
Tabor,  Iowa. 
Tabor,  Iowa. 
Tabor,  Iowa. 

ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

R.  McClelland    

Thomas    McClelland    

Tabor,   Iowa 

Galesbursr.    Ill 

Tabor,  Iowa 

Los  Angeles,  Calif... 

June  10,  1910. 
June  10.  1910. 

R.     S.     McClelland 

J     M     Ba.rbfl.ni 

June  10,  1911. 
June  10.  1909. 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  48. 

2.  Date    of    last    meeting    of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors. 
June  10,  1907. 

3.  Postofflce  address  of  general  ofUce,  Tabor,  Iowa. 

4.  Postofflce  address  of  operating  office.  Tabor,  Iowa. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


UNION  PACIFIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY 
PROPBRTY  OPERATBD 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

b  Branclies  and  spurs. 
4.    Line   operated    under   contract,    or    where 

earnintrs  or  other  considerations. 


the   rental   is   contingent   upon 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To- 


1.  o  Union  Pacific  R.  B. 

Nebraska  Division  

Nebraska  Division  ' 

Wyoming  Division 

Utah   Division   

Kansas  Division 

Colorado  Division,  B.  Dist... 

Colorado  Division.   N.   Dist. 

Colorado  Division,  Jalesborg 

District 

1.  d  Beatrice  Branch 

Stromsburg  Branch  - 

Norfolk   Branch 

Albion  Branch 

Cedar  Rapids  Branch 

Ord  Branch 

Scotia  Branch  

Loop   City   Branch ^^.»^. 

Pleasanton  Branch 

Kearney  Branch 

Superior  Branch 

Leavenworth  Branch  

Manhattan  Branch 

Blue  Springs  Branch 

Junction  City  Branch 

Solomon  Branch 

Mcpherson  Branch 

PlalnvlUe  Branch 

Colby  Branch 

Boulder  Branch 


Park  City  Branch 


A.     The  Topeka  &  Northwestern 
Total    


Council  Bluffs,  la. 
Initial  Point  Spur.. 
North  Platte.  Neb. 
Green  River,  Wyo.. 
Kansas   City.    Mo.. 

Bills,    Kan.    

Cheyenne,  Wyo. 

Julesburg,   Colo 

Valley,  Neb 

Valparaiso,  Neb.  .. 

Columbus,  Neb. 

Oconee,   Neb 

Genoa,   Neb 

Gr.  Island,  Neb... 
Scotia  Jet.,  Neb.  .. 

St.   Paul,  Neb 

Boelus,    Neb.    

Kearney,  Neb 

Thayer,   Wyo 

Leavenworth,  Kan. 
Manhattan,  Kan.  .. 
Blue  Sps.  Jet.,  Neb 
Junction  City,  Kan. 
Lawrenceburg,  Kan 
Solomon,   Kan.  .^. 

Sallna,    Kan 

Salina,    Kan.    

Oakley,    Kan.    

Brighton,  Colo.  — 
St.  Vrains  Jet. ,  Col 
Baum  Mine  Jet.  Col 
Bcho,    Utah  


Menokan,    Kan. — 


No.  Platte.  Neb.. 

Omaha,    Neb. 

Green  River.  Wyo 

Ogden,  Utah  

Ellis.  Kan.  

Denver,    Colo. 

"  (Pullman)  Colo 

La    Salle,    Colo... 

Beatrice,  Neb.  

Central  City,   Neb 

Norfolk,   Neb 

Albion,  Neb. 

Spalding,  Neb 

Ord,    Neb 

Scotia,   Neb 

Loup  City.  Neb.  .. 
Pleasanton,  Neb.. 

Callaway,   Neb 

Superior,  Wyo.  .. 
Lawrence,  Kan.  .. 

Beatrice,  Kan. 

Blue  Spgs.,  Neb.. 
Concordia,  Kan.  .. 
Belleville,   Kan.   . 

Belolt,   &an 

McPherson,  Kan... 
PlalnvlUe,  Kan.  .. 
Plainvllle.  Kan.  .. 

Boulder.  Colo. 

Grant  Mine,  Colo. 
Baum  Mine,  Colo. 
Park  City.   Utah.. 


Onaga.  Kan. 


298.8S 
8.95 
538.89 
176.00 
908.58 
886.94 
104.15 

151.58 


1,001.07 


96.78 
75.88 
50.87 
84.54 
44.42 
60.77 

1.37 
89.40 
88.00 
65.79 

0.05 

81.68 

98.33 

.67 

70.86 

17.15 

56.97 

85.46 

108.  SS 

128.00 

87.00 

6.47 

.96 

87.50 


1.008.84 


8,081.418,081.41 
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OFFICERS 


TlUe 


Location  of  Office 


Chairman  of  the  Executive  Com. 

President     

Vice   President    

Secretary     

Treasurer    

Assistant   Secretary    

General  Solicitor    

Counsel    

Attorney    

Comptroller    

Assistant   Comptroller    

General  Auditor   

Auditor     

Vice  President  and  Gen.  Mgr.  . . . 

Chief  Engineer  

Greneral  Superintendent   

Superintendent    

Superintendent    

Superintendent    

Superintendent    

Superintendent   of   Telegrraph. . . . 

Freigrht  Traffic  Manager 

General   Freight  Agent 

First  Asst.  Gen.  Freight  Agent. . 
Assistant  General  Freight  Agent 

General    Passenger    Agent 

Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent . . 
Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent. . 

General   Baggage  Agent 

Director    of    Purchases 

Land  Commissioner   

Traffic   Director    

Assistant  Traffic  Director 

Assistant  Traffic  Director 

Director  of  Maint.  of  Operation. 
Asst.  Direc.  of  Maint.  of  Oper'n. 


E.  H.  Harriman 

E.  H.  Harriman 

Wm.  D.  Cornish 

Alex.  Millar   

Fred'c  V.  S.  Crosby . . 

Jos.  Hellen 

John  N.    Baldwin.  . . . 

R.  S.  Lovett 

Maxwell  Evarts 

Wm.  Mahl   

H.  S.  Bradt 

Erastus  Young   

H.    J.    Stirling 

A.   Li.   Mohler 

Russell  Lb  Huntley. . . 

Wm.  L.  Park 

J.   O.   Brlnkerhoft. . . . 

Chas.  Ware 

H.  Li.  Anderson 

A.  F.  Vick  Roy 

L.   H.   Korty 

J.  A.  Munroe 

E.   H.   Wood 

Chas.  J.  Lane 

W.    H.    Garratt 

E.  Li.  Lomax 

W.  H.  Murray 

W.  L.  Basinger 

Andrew  .Traynor  . . . . 
W.  V.  S.  Thorne 

B.  A.  McAllaster 

J.    C.    Stubbs 

E.  O.  McCormick 

P.  C.  Stohr 

J.  Kruttschnitt   

W.  B.  Scott 


New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Cheyenne,  Wyo. 
Denver,  Col. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha.  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Omaha.  Nebr. 
Council  Bluffs,  la. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 
Chicago,  111. 


ORGANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 


Postofflce  Address 


Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 


Oliver  Ames 

Wm.    D.    Cornish 

A.    J.    Earling 

Henry   C.   FrTck 

Robert  W.  Goelet  . . 
E.   H.  Harriman . . . . . 

Marvin  Hughitt    

R.    S.    Lovett 

Charles  A.  Peabody. 
Wm.  G.  Rockefeller. 
Henry  H.  Rogers . . . , 

Joseph   F.    Smith 

James  StiUman  . . . , 
P.  A.  Valentine . . . . . 
One  Vacancy    


Boston,   Mass 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Chicago,  111 

Pittsburg,  Pa 

New  York,  N.   Y 

Arden,  N.  Y 

Chicago,   111 

New  York.  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

New  York,  N.  Y 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

New  York.  N.  Y 

Chicago,  111 


October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 

October  8 


1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 
1907. 


1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  12,236. 

2.  Date   of    last   meeting   of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors, 
October  9,  1906. 

8.     Postoffice  address  of  general  office,  120  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
4.     Postoffice  address  of  operating  office,  Omaha,  Neb. 
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THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


WABASH   RAILROAD   COMPANY 
PROPERTY  OPBBATBD 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 

b  Branches  and  spnrs. 
8.    Proprietary  companies  whose  entire  capital  stock  is  owned  by  this  company. 
8.    Line  operated  nnder  lease  for  specified  snm. 
4.    Line   operated   under   contract,    or   where   the   rental   Is   continsent   opon 

earnings  or  other  considerations. 
6.    Line  operated  under  trackage  rights. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


1.  oThe  Wabash  Railroad 


1.  5  The  Wabash  Railroad 


8. 


8. 
4. 
5. 


Brunswick  Sc  Cbillicothe  R.R 
St.   Louis.   Council  Bluffs  & 

Omaha  R.   R - 

Columbia  &  St.  Louis  R.  R. 
Kansas  City,  Bx.  Springs  & 

Nor.  R.  R 

Moulton,    Albia    &    Des    M. 

Toledo  i&  Chicago" RrR'IIIIII 
Fort  Wayne  &  Detroit  R.  R. 

Louisiana  &  Pike  Co.  R.  R. 
None. 

Ann  Arbor  R.  R _ 

Grand  Trunk  R.  R 

Brie  R.  R 

Detroit,  U.  D.  &  Station  Co. 

Pere  Marquette  R.  R 

Chicago  &  Western  Ind.  R.R. 

Chicago  Term.  Transfer  R.R. 
Chicago,  Burl.  &  Q.  R.  R... 

Toledo.  Peoria  &  W.  R.  R... 

Keokuk  Bridge  Co 

Mo..  Kas.  and  Tex.  R.  R 

Terminal  R.  R.  Assn.  of  St. 
Louis   


Toledo  

Bluffs    — 

Clayton    

Decatur - 

Bridge  Junction   — 

C.  &  W.  I.  Jet 

Shumway   - 

Delray  — 

Montpeller  

St. Louis  (Taylor  av) 

••     (83rd    St.) 

Moberly  

Pattonsburg  

Quincy 

St.  Louis  (Carr  St.) 

Sidney    

EdwardsvlUe   — 

Attica    

Fairbury  

Salisbury 

Brunswick   

Chllllcothe  

Centralla  

Ex.    Springs    Jet... 

Moulton  -.- 

Mauraee  

Butler   - 

Mansville    

Toledo    

Detroit  - 

Wellans  Jet 

Suspension    Bridge. 

Black    Rock    _.. 

Detroit  Union  Dep. 

Delray  

Chicago    

State  Line  (Ind-Ill.) 

Clarke  Jet  - 

Camp  Point  

East  Hannibal 

Elvaston    

Forrest  Jet.  

Hamilton    

Hannibal  Br.  Track 

Bridge  Junction  — 


To- 


o 


Aladdin   

Camp   Point   

Elvaston   

Bridge    Junction.. 
B.  St.    Louis    Frt. 

House 

Effingham 

Altamont    

Butler 

Clarke  Junction  .. 

83rd  Street  

Harlem  

Ottumwa    

Council  Bluffs  


Ferguson 


Champaign    

EdwardsvlUe   Jet . . 

Covington    

Streator    

Glasgow    

Chllllcothe 


Pattonsburg    

Columbia    


Milwaukee   Jet. 


Chesterfield 
Montpeller    . 
New    Haven 


Plttsfield 


Milan    __ 

Black   Rock   

Suspension    Bridfrc 

Buiialo   

International    Jet.. 
Delray  _.. 


C.  &    W.  I.    Jet.— 

(\  &   W.  I.   Jet 

St.    Line.   Ind. -111. 

Quincy 

Quincy    

Hamilton    

Fairbury  

Keokuk 

'Hannibal  (U.  D.).. 


St.  Louis  Un.  Sta. 


460.5 
89.8 
84.5 

109.4 

0.6 
205.0 

J).  4 
101.9 
149.  •> 

0.4 
274.8 
131.3 
143.7 

0.9 
10.7 


11.7 
2.2 
14.8 
30.9 
15.4 


38.3 

41.4 
21.6 

9.7 

94.1 
49.6 
85.7 


6.2 

30.9 

827.1 

17.8 

25.6 

4.8 

4.5 

0.1 

8.0 

11.^ 

5.7 

28.7 

16.2 

6.5 

6.8 

1.8 

0.4 

3.8 


1.680.8 


75.0 


280.4 
6.2 
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PROPERTY  OPERATED— Continued. 


Name 


Terminals 


From— 


To— 


u 

o 

o     « 


Chicaffo  &  Bastern  111.  R.  R. 
Terminal  R.  R.  Assn.  of  St. 

LooU 

Hannibal  &  St.  Joseph  R.  R. 

Iowa  Central  Ry 

Mo.,  Kas.  &  Tex.  R.  R 

Missouri  Pacific  Ry. 

Des  Moines  Union  Ry.  

Union  Pacific  R.  R. 

Chlcaffo,  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  - 


Total 


Altamont 


St. 


St.  Louis  Union 

i  Harlem  

Albla    

Hannibal  _ 

St.  Louis  (Olive  St.) 

Chesterfield  

Council   Bluffs  

Wabash  Conn 


23rd  St 

Kansas   City  

Albla   Connection.. 

Moberly  

Carr  Street  

Des  Moines 

Omaha 

Council  Bluffs  (U. 
D.)  .... 


0.9 

0.7 
1.5 
0.2 
69.7 
0.5 
8.4 
8.8 

0.8 


*^Od) 

0  ■  s 


47B.5 


8.514.8 


OFFICERS 


Title 


Name 


Location  of  Office 


Chairman  of  the  Board 

President     

Vice   President    

Vice   President    

Vice   President    

Secretary 

Treasurer    , 

General   Solicitor 

Attorney,  or  General  Counsel 

Auditor    

Vice  President  and  (}en.  Mgrr 

Chief  Engineer   

General  superintendent 

Division   Superintendent    

Division   Superintendent    

Division   Superintendent    

Division   Superintendent   

Division  Superintendent   

Superintendent   of  Telegrraph. . . 

Traffic  Managrer   

Assistant  Traffic  Managrer 

Asst.   General   Freigrht  Agent. . . 

General  Passenger  Agent 

Asst.  General  Passenger  Agent. 

General   Ticket  Agent 

Assistant  General   Ticket  Agent 
(General    Baggage    Agent 


E.  T.   Jeff ery 

F.  A.  Delano 

Edgar  T.  Welles 

Wells  H.  Blodgett... 

E.  B.  Pryor 

J.   C.  Otteson 

F.  L.  O'Leary 

C.  N.  Travous 

Wells  H.   Blodgett... 

T.   J.   Tobin 

Henry  Miller    

A.  O.  Cunningham... 

S.   E.  Cotter 

J.  J.  Sim 

J.  C.  Sullivan 

L.  J.  Ferrltor 

C.  E.  Brown 

J.  E.  Stumpf 

G.  C.  Kinsman 

D.  O.  Ives 

W.  C.  Maxwell 

R.  N.  Collyer 

C.  S.  Crane 

H.  V.  P.  Taylor 

C.   S.  Crane 

H.  V.  P.  Taylor 

S.  H.  Overholt 


New  York  City. 
Chicago.  111. 
New  York  City. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
New  York  City. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
St.   Louis.   Mo. 
Detroit   Mich. 
Peru,  Ind. 
Decatur,   111. 
Springfield.   111. 
Moberly,   Mo. 
Decatur,  111. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
St.  Louis.  Mo. 
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Names  ^of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

Geo.   J.    Qould 

Edward   G.    Jeffrey 

Frederic   A.   Delano    

Edgrar  T.    Welles 

John  T.  Terry 

Wlnslow   S.    Pierce 

S.   C.   Reynolds 

Robert   C.    Clowry 

Robert  M.  Gallaway 

William   B.    Sanders 

Thos.    H.    Hubbard 

New  York  City 

New  York  City 

Chlcagro,  111 

New  York  City 

New  York  City 

New  York  City 

Toledo,  Ohio 

New  York  City 

New  York  City 

Cleveland,  Ohio 

New  York  City 

St.  LiOuls,  Mo 

New  York  City 

2d  Tu.  In  Oct.,  1907 
2d  Tu.  In  Oct.,  1907 
2d  Tu.  in  Oct.,  1907 
2d  Tu.  in  Oct.,  1907 
2d  Tu.  in  Oct.,  1907 
2d  Tu.  In  Oct.,  1907 
2d  Tu.  in  Oct..  1907 
2d  Tu.  In  Oct.,  1907 
2d  Tu.  in  Oct,  1907 
2d  Tu.  In  Oct.,  1907 
2d  Tu.  in  Oct..  1907 

Wells   H.    Blodgrett    

J     J.    Slocum 

2d  Tu.  in  Oct..  1907 
2d  Tu.  In  Oct..  1907 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  2.149. 

2.  Date    of    last   meeting:   of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors. 
October  9,  1906. 

8.     Postofflce  address  of  greneral  office.  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
4.     Postofflce  address  of  operating:  offlce.  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
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WILLMAR  A  SIOUX  FALLS  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

PBOPERTT  OPERATED 

1.    Railroad  line  represented  by  capital  stock: 

a  Main  line. 
b  Branches  and  spnrs. 

8.    Proprietary  companies  whose  entire  capital  stock  is  owned  by  this  company. 
5.    Line   operated  under  trackage  rights. 


Name 

Terminals 

Miles  of  line  for 
each  road 
named 

)  of  line  for 
h  class  of 
ids  named 

From— 

To- 

Milec 
eac 
roa 

1.     WiUmar  &  Sioux  Falls  Ry... 

WlUmar,   Minn.   

Oarretson.    S.    D... 

So.  Sioux  City,  Neb 

In  Sioux  City,  la. 
Junction  with  W.  & 
S.   F.   Ry 

Junction  with  tracks 
of  Union  Terminal 
Co 

Junction  with  tracks 
of  CM.  &St.   P. 
Ry 

Sloux  City,  la. 

Yankton,    S.  D.   .. 

O'NelU,  Neb. 

Junct.  with  tracks 
C,  M.  ck  St.    P. 
Ry 

• 

Janet,  with  tracks 
of    the  Combina- 
tion Bdg.  Co 

S.  Sioux  City,  Neb 

888.76 
80.40 

8M.86 

».     Sioux  City  &  Western  Ry.  — 
5.     Union  Terminal  Co. 

Chicago.  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  _. 

Combination  Bridge  Co 

189.16 

1.69 

.60 
1.15 

180.16 
8.88 

Total 

486.78 

OFFICERS 


Title 


Location  of  Office 


President     

Vice   President    

Secretary   and   Treasurer 

General  Solicitor   

Assistant   General    Solicitor 

Assistant  General  Solicitor 

Comptroller    

Assistant   Comptroller    

Auditor    

General  Manacrer   

Assistant  General  Manager 

Chief    Engineer    

General    superintendent    

Superintendent    

Gen.  Supt.  of  Transportation 

Superintendent  of  Telegraph 

General  Traffic  Manager 

General  Passenger  Agent 

Gtoneral  Baggage  Agent 


Louis  W.  Hill 

R.  I.  Farrington 

Edward  Sawyer 

W.  R,   Begg 

J.  D.  Armstrong 

M.  Lh  Countryman... 

John  G.  Drew 

Geo.   R.  Martin 

F.  E.  Draper 

Frank  B.  Ward 

H.  A.  Kennedy 

A.  H.  Hogeland 

E.   L.    Brown 

R.  L.  Knebel 

W.  C.  WatrouB 

E.  J.  Little 

W.  W.   Boughton ♦ 

A.  L.  Craig 

S.  A.  Smart 


St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

St  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 

St.  Paul,  Minn. 
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ORQANIZATION 


Names  of  Directors 

Postofflce  Address 

Date  of  Expiration 
of  Term 

Louis  W.  Hill 

St.  Paul.  Minn 

St.  Paul,  Mlnu 

St.  Paul,  Mlnu 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

St.  Paul,  Minn 

W^hen   8UC.   elected 

R    I.    Farrlnfirton 

When   sue   elected 

E     Sftwver     

"V^hen    sue    elected 

W     R    aeftg 

^^hen   sue    elected 

P     E     Ward 

W^hen   sue    elected 

• 

1.  Total  number  of  stockholders  at  date  of  last  election,  6. 

2.  Date    of    last   meeting    of    stockholders    for    election    of    directors. 
November  19,  1906. 

3.  Postofflce  address  of  general  office,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

4.  Postofflce  address  of  operating^  office,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 


OFFICERS  AND  DIRECTORS 


OF 


ELECTRIC  INTERURBAN  LINES 
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OFFICERS  AND  DIRECTORS  OF  ELECTRIC  RAILWAY 

COMPANIES 


BOONE  SUBURBAN  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

BOONE,  IOWA 
OFFICERS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 

Title 

Official  Address 

John  Reynolds    

F.  H.  Richardson 

President 

Vice  President 

Boone,  Iowa. 
Boone.  Iowa. 

S.  Q    Clarke 

Secretary     

Treasurer    

A  udltor    

Boone.  Iowa. 

City  Bank  of  Boone 

Boone.  Iowa. 

S.  G    Clarke 

Boone.  Iowa. 

DIRECTORS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 


Residence 


John  Reynolds  . . 
F.  H.  Richardson 
&  Q.  Clarke 


Boone,  Iowa. 
Boone,  Iowa. 
Boone,  Iowa. 


Date  of  close  of  fiscal  year,  June  8d. 

Date  of  stockholders'  annual  meeting*,  first  Monday  in  October. 
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CEDAR  RAPIDS  A  IOWA  CITY  RAILWAY  AND  LIGHT  COMPANY 

CEDAR  RAPIDS.  IOWA. 

Present  company  is  a  consolidation  of  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  City  ft 
Southern  Railway  Company  and  Cedar  Rapids  Electric  lAght  and  Power 
Company. 


OFFICERS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 

Title 

Official  Address 

William  Q.  Dows 

President 

Cedar   Rapids.    la. 

N.  M.  Hubbard.  Jr 

Vice  President 

Cedar   Rapids.    la. 

Isaac  B.   Smith 

Secretary     

Cedar   Rapids.    la. 

Isaac  B.  Smith 

C.  S.  Woodward 

William  G.  Dows 

Treasurer    

Auditor    

General  Manager 

Cedar   Rapids,    la. 
Cedar   Rapids,    la. 
Cedar   Rapids.    la. 

DIRECTORS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 


Residence 


S.  L.  Dows 

J.  H.  Smith 

William  G.   Dows . . . 

Isaac  B.  Smith 

Ed.  H.   Smith 

Benjamin  Thaw  . . . 
N.  M.   Hubbard,   Jr. 

E.   E.   Plnney 

E.  P.  Smith 

W.   F.  Severa 

John  A.  Reed 


Cedar   Rapids,  la. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 
PittsburiT,  Pa. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 
Chicago.  111. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 


Date  of  close  of  fiscal  year,  December  31,  1907. 

Date  of  stockholders'  annual  meetlngr,  last  Tuesday  in  May. 
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CEDAR  RAPIDS  &  MARION  CITY  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

CEDAR  RAPIDS,  IOWA. 

• 
In  the  year  1879  the  Cedar  Rapids  ft  Marlon  Railway  Company  built  a 

steam  motor  line  from  the  city  limits  of  Cedar  Rapids  to  Marlon,  connecting 

this  line  with  horse  car  lines  into  the  business  portion  of  Cedar  Rapids. 

Afterwards  additional  horse  car  lines  were  built  in  said  last  named  city 

and  up  to  1891  operated  by  the  company  constructlngr  the  same. 

In  1891  the  property  rigrhts  and  franchises  of  the  Cedar  Rapids  &  Marion 
Railway  Company  were  purchased  by  the  present  company,  who  built  and 
extended  the  lines  within  the  city  of  Cedar  Rapids  and  installed  electric 
service  thereon,  and  to  Marion. 

In  the  year  1904  a  branch  line  was  constructed  in  the  city  of  Cedar 
Rapids  to  one  of  the  city  parks,  a  distance  of  2.15  miles,  and  in  1906  1.44 
miles  of  extensions  were  added  to  existing  city  lines  in  Cedar  Rapids. 


OFFICERS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 

Titie 

Official  Address 

P   E   Hall 

President 

Vice  President 

Secretary     

Cedar   Rapids,    la. 
Cedar   Rapids,    la. 
Cedar   Rapids,    la. 
Cedar   Rapids,    la. 
Cedar   Rapids,    la. 
Cedar   Rapids,    la. 

Henry    V.    Fergruson 

Henry   V.    Fersruson 

John  S.   Ely 

A.    M.    WrafiTfiT 

F.  Ll  Diserens 

Treasurer    

Auditor    

Superintendent    

DIRECTORS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 


Residence 


P.  E.  Hall 

Qeorgre   B.    Dousrlas, 
Walter  D.   Dougrlas 

John   S.   Ely 

Henry  V,  Fergruson 
David  P.  Kimball.. 
J.  E.  Ainsworth . 


Cedar   Rapids,  la. 

Cedar   Rapids.  la. 
Minneapolis,   Minn 

Cedar   Rapids.  la. 

Cedar   Rapids,  la. 
Boston,  Mass. 
Moline,  111. 


Date  of  close  of  fiscal  year,  December  Slst. 

Date  of  stockholders'  annual  meetlngTi  second  Tuesday  in  February. 
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IOWA  A  ILLINOIS  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
CUNTON,  IOWA. 

OFFICERS  OF  THE  GOBffPANT 


Name 


Official  Address 


a.  E.  Lamb 

F.  W.  Bills 

Henry  Thuenen,  Jr. 

A.    B.    McCoy 

C.   B.   Mills 

J.   C.   Feddersen 

P.  P.  Crafts 

F.  H.   Perkins 


President 

First  Vice  President. . . 
Second  Vice  President. 

Secretary     , 

Treasurer    , 

Auditor    

Oeneral  Manager   

Superintendent    


Clinton,  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 
Davenport,  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 
Clinton.  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 


DIRECTORS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 


Residence 


O.  E.  Lamb 

F.  W.  Ellis 

R.  B.  McCoy 

Lafayette  Lamb  . . . 

C.  B.  Mills 

L.   M.    Ellis 

Henry  Thuenen,  Jr. 

A.  L   Reerister 

Julius  Christiansen 


Clinton,  Iowa. 
Clinton.  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 
Clinton,  Iowa. 
Davenport,  Iowa. 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Philadelphia,    Pa. 
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UTTER-URBAN  RAILWAY  CX)MPANT 
DBS  MOINlsa   IOWA. 

OFFICKKS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name                                                TiOe 

Official  Address 

H.  H.  Polk 

E.   P.   Smitli 

President 

Vice  President 

Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Chicago,    IlL 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

W.   I.  Haskit 

O.   B.  Hippee 

C.  L.  WifiTht 

H.  H.   Polk 

F.  S.  Cummins 

Secretary     

Treasurer    

Auditor    

General  Manager 

Superintendent    

DIRECTORS  OP  THE  COBfPANT 


Name 


Residence 


H.  H.  Polk I  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

N.  T.  Guernsey :  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

G.  B.  Hippee Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

N.  W.  Harris !  Chicago.  IlL 

E.  P.  Smith Chicasro,  IlL 


Date  of  close  of  fiscal  year,  December  Slst. 

Date  of  stockholders'  annual  meetingr,  third  Tuesday  in  January. 
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MASON  CITY  &  CLEAR  LAKE  TRACTION  COMPANY 

MASON   CITY,   IOWA. 
Orgranized  December  16,  1896. 

OFFICERS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 

Title 

Official  Address 

W.  B.  Brice 

F.  J.  Hanlon 

F.  J.  Hanlon 

C.  H.  McNIder 

G.  E.   Peck 

F.  J.  Manlon 

President 

Vice  President 

Secretary     

Treasurer    

Auditor    

General  Manager   

Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Mason  Citv.   Tnxvtu, 

DIRECTORS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 


Residence 


W.  E.  Brice... 
C.  H.  McNIder 
F.    J.    Hanlon . , 


Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Mason  City,  Iowa. 


Date  of  close  of  fiscal  year,  July  Slst. 

Date  of  stockholders'  annual  meetlngr.  first  Thursday  after  first  Monday 
in  January. 
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TAMA  A  TOLEDO  ELECTRIC  RAILWAY  AND  LIGHT  COMPANY 

TOLEDO,  IOWA. 

OFFICERS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 

Title 

Official  Address 

W.    C.   Walters 

President 

Vice  President 

Secretanr     

Toledo.  Iowa. 

W-  E.  Brice 

Mason  City.  Iowa. 

J    p    Walters 

Toledo.  Iowa. 

C.   B.  Walters 

J.   p.   Walters 

Treasurer    

Auditor    

Toledo,  Iowa. 
Toledo.  Iowa. 

W.    C.    Walters 

(General  Manasrer  

Toledo,  Iowa. 

DIRECTORS  OF  THE  COMPANY 


Name 


Residence 


Lu  Clark 

W.  C.  Walters 
W.  B.  Brice  . 
C.  B.  Walters. 
J.  P.  Walters. 


Toledo,  Iowa. 
Toledo,  Iowa. 
Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Toledo,  Iowa. 
Toledo,  Iowa. 


Date  of  close  of  fiscal  year,  January  1st. 

Date  of  stockholders'  annual  meetlnflr,  first  Tuesday  in  February. 
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No.  3312—1907. 

Before  the  Boabd  of  Rauboad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  in  Tama 
county,  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  as  provided 
by  section  1998  of  the  Code  of  Iowa,  in  Tama  county,  Iowa,  the  Board  of 
Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa  do  hereby  certify  that  upon 
the  application  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  Railway  Company 
to  the  Board  stating  the  desire  of  said  company  to  condemn  the  property 
hereinafter  more  particularly  described  for  the  use  of  said  company,  the 
Commissioners  proceeded  In  conformity  with  law  to  examine  into  the 
matter  of  said  application,  and  do  hereby  certify  that  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  the  additional  lands  described  in 
said  application  are  necessary  for  the  use  of  such  railroad  company,  to- wit: 

A  strip,  belt,  or  piece  of  land,  one  hundred  feet  in  width,  being  fifty  feet  on 
each  side  of  the  new  center  line  of  main  track  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft 
Saint  Paul  Railway,  as  located  and  staked  out  on  the  ground  for  change  of  line 
and  extending  from  the  east  side  to  the  west  side  of  the  northwest  quarter  of 
section  twenty-three,  township  eishty-three  north,  range  fourteen  west; 

Also  two  strips  of  land,  each  twenty-five  feet  In  width,  one  on  the  north  side 
and  the  other  on  the  south  side  of  the  above  described  right  of  way,  and 
contiguous  thereto,  and  extending  easterly  a  distance  of  twelve  hundred  and  fifty 
feet,  measured  along  said  new  center  line  of  main  track,  from  the  west  side  line 
of  the  northwest  quarter  of  said  section  twenty-three ; 

Also  a  strip  of  land,  twenty-five  feet  In  width,  on  the  north  side  of  and  con- 
tiguous to  the  above  described  right  of  way,  and  extending  easterly  a  distance 
of  one  hundred  and  fifty  feet,  measured  along  said  new  center  line  of  main 
track,  from  the  west  boundary  line  of  said  northwest  quarter  of  section  twenty- 
three  ; 

Also  a  strip  of  land,  one  hundred  feet  In  width,  being  fifty  feet  on  each  side 
of  the  new  center  line  of  main  track  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul 
Railway,  as  located  and  staked  out  upon  the  ground,  and  extending  from  the 
east  side  to  the  south  side  across  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  northeast  quarter 
of  section  twenty-two,  township  eighty-three  north,  range  fourteen  west ; 

Also  a  strip  of  land,  twenty-five  feet  in  width,  on  the  south  side  of  and  con- 
tiguous to  the  last  above  described  right  of  way,  and  a  strip  of  land,  fifty 
feet  in  width,  on  the  north  side  of  the  last  above  described  right  of  way,  and 
contiguous   thereto,    and   extending  westerly   a   distance   of   two   hundred   feet. 
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measured  along:  the  said  new  center  line  of  main  track,  from  the  east  side  line  of 
said  southeast  quarter  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  said  section  twenty-two ; 

Also  a  strip  of  land,  one  hundred  feet  in  width,  beingr  fifty  feet  on  each 
side  of  the  new  center  line  of  main  track  of  the  Chicasro.  Milwaukee  A 
Saint  Paul  Railway,  as  located  and  staked  out  on  the  ground,  and  extend- 
ing from  the  north  side  to  the  west  side  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  the 
southeast  quarter  of  section  twenty-two,  township  elghy-three  north, 
range  fourteen  west; 

Also  two  strips  of  land,  each  twenty-five  feet  In  width,  one  on  the  north- 
erly  side  aud  the  other  on  the  southerly  side  of  the  above  described  right 
of  way  and  contiguous  thereto,  and  extending  easterly  a  distance  of  four 
hundred  feet,  measured  along  the  said  new  center  line  of  main  track  from 
the  west  side  line  of  said  northeast  quarter  of  the  southeast  quarter  of  sec- 
tion twenty-two,  township  eighty-three  north,  range  fourteen  west; 

Containing  In  all  twelve  and  eighty-nine  hundredths  acres. 

All  that  part  of  the  south  half  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  thir- 
teen, township  eighty-three  north,  range  fourteen  west,  lying  south  of  the 
line  drawn  parallel  to  and  fifty  feet  northerly  from,  measured  at  right 
angles  to,  the  new  center  line  of  main  track  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
Saint  Paul  Railway,  as  located  and  staked  out  on  the  ground,  and  extend- 
ing from  the  east  boundary  line  to  the  south  boundary  line  of  said  south 
half  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  thirteen; 

Containing  In  all  six  and  twelve  hundredths  acres. 

A  strip  of  land  one  hundred  feet  in  width,  being  fifty  feet  on  each  side 
of  the  new  center  line  of  main  track  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint 
Paul  Railway,  as  located  and  staked  out  on  the  ground,  and  extending  from 
the  public  highway  near  the  east  boundary  line  of  the  southwest  quarter 
of  section  eighteen,  township  eighty- three  north,  range  thirteen  west,  north- 
westerly to  the  west  side  line  of  the  southwest  quarter  of  the  northwest 
quarter  of  said  section  eighteen; 

Also  two  additional  strips  of  land,  twenty-five  feet  in  width,  one  on  the 
north  side  and  one  onr  the  south  side  of  above  described  right  of  way,  and 
contiguous  thereto,  and  extending  northwesterly  from  the  said  public  highway 
a  distance  of  fifteen  hundred  and  forty-seven  feet,  measured  along  the  center 
line  of  said  new  main  track ; 

Also  a  strip  of  land,  twenty-five  feet  in  width,  on  the  southerly  side  of  the 
last  above  described  tract  of  land,  and  contiguous  thereto,  and  extending  north- 
westerly a  distance  of  nine  hundred  feet  from  a  point  which  is  six  hundred  and 
forty-seven  feet  northwesterly  from  the  said  highway,  measured  along  the  new 
center  line  of  main  track; 

Containing  in  all  eight  and  sixty-three  hundredths  acres  more  or  less. 

All  that  part  of  the  southwest  quarter  of  southwest  quarter  of  southwest 
quarter  of  section  seventeen,  township  eighty-three,  range  thirteen  west,  lying 
southwesterly  of  present  right  of  way  of  the  Chicago,  Mllwauke  ft  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

Containing  in  all  fifty-nine  hundredths  acres  more  or  less. 

In  witness  whereof  this  Board  has  caused  this  certificate  to  be  executed 
and  duly  signed  and  attested  by  its  secretary  with  the  instruction  that 
the  same  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  Tama  county,  Iowa. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  February  5,  1907. 


No.  3313—1907. 

Befobe  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Chicago  ft  North-Western  Railway 

Company  for  permssion  to  condemn  certain  lands  in  Clinton  county, 

Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Chicago  ft  North-Westem  Railway 
Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  as  provided  by  section 
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1998  of  the  Ck>de  of  Iowa,  in  Clinton  county,  Iowa,  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa  do  hereby  certify  that  upon  the 
application  of  the  Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway  Company  to  the 
Board  stating  the  desire  of  the  said  company  to  condenm  the  property 
hereinafter  more  particularly  described  for  the  use  of  said  company,  the 
Commisisoners  proceeded  in  conformity  with  law  to  examine  into  the 
matter  of  said  application,  and  do  hereby  certify  that  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Board-  of  Railroad  Commissioners  the  additional  lands  described  in 
said  application  are  necessary  for  the  use  of  such  railway  company,  to-wit: 

Lot  four  (4)  block  one  (1)  Peck's  First  Addition  to  the  city  of 
Clinton  and  State  of  Iowa. 

In  witness  this  Board  has  caused  this  certificate  to  be  executed  and 
duly  signed  and  attested  by  its  secretary  with  the  instruction  that  the 
same  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  Clinton  county, 
Iowa. 

Des  Moines,  February  6,  1907. 


No.  3314—1907. 

Before  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioiters  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Des  Moines  Terminal  Company  for 
permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  in  Polk  county,  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Des  Moines  Terminal  Company 
for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  as  provided  by  section  1998 
of  the  Code  of  Iowa»  in  Polk  county,  Iowa,  the  Board  of  Railroad  Com- 
missioners of  the  State  of  Iowa  do  hereby  certify  that  upon  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Des  Moines  Terminal  Company  to  the  Board  stating  the 
desire  of  said  company  to  condemn  the  property  hereinafter  more  par- 
ticularly described  for  the  use  of  said  company,  the  Commmissioners 
proceeded  in  conformity  with  law  to  examine  Into  the  matter  of  said 
application,  and  do  hereby  certify  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Railroad  Commdssioners  the  additional  lands  described  In  said  applica- 
tion are  necessary  for  the  use  of  such  company,  to-wit: 

All  of  lots  Nos.  8,  9  and  10  in  block  4,  Chesterfield. 

All  of  lots  Nos.  12,  13,  14,  15,  16  and  17  in  block  22,  Larison  Place, 
in  the  city  of  Dee  Moines,  Polk  county,  Iowa. 

In  witness  whereof  this  Board  has  caused  this  certificate  to  be  executed 
and  duly  signed  and  attested  by  its  secretary  with  the  instruction  that 
the  same  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  Polk  county,  Iowa. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  February  14,  1907. 


No.  3315—1907. 

Before  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Fort,  Dodge,  Des  Moines  &  Southern 
Railroad  Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  in  Webster 
county,  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Fort  Dodge,  Des  Moines  &  Southern 
Railroad  Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  as  provided 
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by  Bectlon  1998  of  the  Code  of  Iowa,  in  Webster  county,  Iowa,  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa  do  hereby  certify  that 
upon  the  application  of  the  Fort  Dodge,  Des  Moines  Ik  Southern  Railroad 
Company  to  the  Board  stating  the  desire  of  said  company  to  condemn 
the  property  hereinafter  more  particularly  described  for  the  use  of  said 
company,  the  Commissioners  proceeded  in  conformity  with  law  to  examine 
into  the  matter  of  said  application,  and  do  hereby  certify  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  the  additional  lands 
described  in  said  application  are  necessary  for  the  use  of  such  company, 
to-wit: 

Lots  seven  and  eight  of  block  twenty-one  in  Carpenter,  Morrison  Ik 
Vincent's  Addition  to  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa. 

In  witness  whereof  this  Board  has  caused  this  certificate  to  be  executed 
and  duly  signed  and  attested  by  its  secretary,  with  the  instruction  that 
the  same  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  Webster  county, 
Iowa. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  March  18,  1907. 


No.  33ie— 1907. 

BSFOBE    THE    BOABD    OF    RaILBOAD    CoMMISSIONEBS    OF    THE    STATE    OF    lOWA. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Dubuque  &  Sioux  City  Railroad 
Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  in  Harrison  county, 
Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Dubuque  Ik  Sioux  City  Railroad 
Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  as  provided  by  section 
1998  of  the  Code  of  Iowa,  in  Harrison  county,  Iowa,  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa  do  hereby  certify  that  upon  the 
application  of  the  Dubuque  &  Sioux  City  Railroad  Company  to  the  Board 
stating  the  desire  of  said  company  to  condemn  the  property  hereinafter 
more  particularly  described  for  the  use  of  said  company,  the  Commis- 
sioners proceeded  in  conformity  with  law  to  examine  into  the  matter  of 
said  application,  and  do  hereby  certify  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners  the  €ulditional  lands  described  in  said  appli- 
cation are  necessary  for  the  use  of  such  company,  to-wit: 

An  irregular  strip  of  land  lying  on  the  east  side  of  the  present  waylands 
160  feet  wide  of  the  Dubuque  &  Sioux  City  Railroad  Company  In  a  part  of  the 
north  half  of  section  thirty-four,  township  seventy-eight  north,  range  forty-four, 
west  of  the  Fifth  Principal  Meridian,  Harrison  county,  Iowa,  said  strip  being 
bounded  and  described  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  a  point  at  the  Intersection  of  the  south  line  of  said  north  half 

of    section    thirty-four    and    the    southeasterly    line    of    said    present    waylands, 

thence   northeasterly  along  said   southeasterly   line   seventy-five   feet   from  and 

parallel  to  the  center  line  of  main  track  of  said  railroad  company,  a  distance 

of  two  thousand  and  sixty  feet  more  or  less,  to  the  westerly  line  of  the  public 

highway  at  this  point.     Thence  southerly  along  the  westerly  line  of  highway, 

a  distance  of  two  hundred  forty-four  feet  more  or  less,  thence  continuing  south- 
erly along  said  westerly  line  a  further  distance  of  €47.5  feet,  thence  deflecting  to 

the  right  and  continuing  southerly  along  said  westerly  line  of  highway  a  distance 

of  927.7  feet,  thence  deflecting  to  the  right  and  continuing  southerly  along  said 
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westerly  line  of  highway,  a  further  distance  261  feet,  to  the  said  south  line  of 
the  north  half  of  section  thirty-four,  thence  west  along  said  south  line,  a  distance 
of  121.6  feet  to  point  of  beginning,  containing  five  and  four-hundred ths  acres 
more  or  less. 

In  witness  whereof  this  Board  has  caused  this  certificate  to  be  executed 
and  duly  signed  and  attested  by  its  secretary,  with  the  instruction  that 
the  same  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  Harrison  county, 
Iowa. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  March  29,  1907. 


No.  3317—1907. 

Before  the  Board  of  Raixjkoad  Ck>MMissioiTBR8  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 


N.  P.  Dodge  &  Company  ex  al., 

Ck>mplainants, 

The  Wabash  Rah^road  Ck>MPAirr. 


Complaint  on  Account  of  OhstruO' 
tion  of  Water  Cou/rae. 


Complaint  filed  February  16,  1906. 

« 
Opinion  of  the  Board. 

The  complainants  are  residents  and  citizens  of  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa, 
and  owners  of  lands  in  section  seven  (7),  township  seventy-four  (74), 
range  forty-three  (43),  Pottawattamie  county,  Iowa,  which  lands  are 
affected  and  damaged  by  the  overflow  of  Mosquito  creek  which  is  crossed 
by  the  defendant  railroad  company.  The  defendant's  railway  crosses  this 
watercourse  over  a  wooden  trestle  whdch  is  supported  by  piling.  The 
course  of  this  stream  is  from  northeast  to  southwest  and  the  bridge  or 
trestle  stands  nearly  east  and  west. 

It  is  claimed  that  piling  of  this  bridge  is  an  obstruction  against 
which  debris  coming  down  from  the  high  lands  in  times  of  high  water, 
collects  and  dams  up  the  stream,  and  in  times  of  excessive  high  water 
causes  the  flooding  of  a  large  amount  of  land. 

The  Board  of  Railroad  Ck)mmissioners  examined  the  premises  on 
April  15,  1907.  They  found  that  the  stream  in  question  drains  a  large 
territory  and  at  times  carries  a  large  amount  of  water;  that  several  years 
have  elapsed  since  there  has  been  an  excessive  flood;  that  the  stream  is 
narrow,  exceedingly  crooked  and  tortuous  and  has  high  banks.  In  many 
places  its  banks  are  covered  with  wllUow  and  other  trees.  At  the  point  in 
controversy  it  flows  through  a  level  tract  of  land. 

The  trestle  or  bridge  in  controversy  is  sound.  The  piling  which 
supports  the  bridge  is  at  right  angles  with  it  and  is  not  with  the  course 
of  the  stream.  This  fact  makes  it  peculiarly  susceptible  to  the  gathering 
of  debris,  such  as  brush,  cornstalks,  etc.,  which  float  down  the  stream 
in  time  of  high  water.  From  the  situation  of  the  piling  it  causes  a  gath- 
ering of  debris  in  times  of  excessive  high  water,  which  dams  up  the  water 
and  causes  it  to  overflow.  The  ordinary  flow  of  water  is  not  obstructed 
by  the  piling. 
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We  believe  that  if  the  piling  was  removed  and  reset  in  harmony  with 
the  flow  of  the  stream  that  the  danger  from  the  gathering  of  debris  and 
thus  obstructing  the  flow  of  the  stream  would  be  obviated.  If  this  was 
done  then  in  our  Judgment  there  would  be  no  more  danger  of  flooding 
from  obstruction  at  this  point  than  at  other  points  above  where  the  stream 
is  narrow,  banks  high,  and  fringed  with  willows  and  underbrush.  Be- 
lieving that  the  danger  can  be  obviated  by  making  this  change  we  do  not 
feel  warranted  in  compelling  the  railroad  company  to  bear  the  expense 
of  taking  out  the  present  bridge  which  is  in  good  condition  in  every 
respect,  and  substituting  in  place  thereof  an  expensive  span  which  would 
be  suiBciently  strong  without  piling. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  Oommissioners  that 
the  defendant  Wabash  Railroad  Company  within  ninety  days  from  this 
date,  repile  such  bridge  by  placing  each  line  of  piles  parallel  with  the 
flow  and  current  of  the  stream,  and  to  remove  all  obstructions  caused  by 
the  stumps  of  old  piles  in  the  river  bed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  April  18,  1907. 


No.  3318—1907. 

BEirOBE    THE    BOABO    OF    RaILBOAD    COMMISSIONEBS    OF    THE    STATE    OF    lOWA. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  In  the  city 
of  Cedar  Rapids  and  county  of  Linn,  State  of  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  as  provided 
by  section  1998  of  the  Code  of  Iowa,  in  the  city  of  Cedar  Rapids,  county 
of  Linn,  State  of  Iowa,  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State 
of  Iowa  do  hereby  certify  that  upon  the  application  of  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  the  Board  stating  the  desire  of  said 
company  to  condemn  the  property  hereinafter  more  particularly  described 
for  the  use  of  said  company,  the  Commissioners  proceeded  in  conformity 
with  law  to  examine  Into  the  matter  of  said  application,  and  do  hereby 
certify  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  the 
aditional  lands  described  in  said  application  are  necessary  for  the  use  of 
such  company,  to- wit: 

The  •southeast  thirty-four  (34)  feet  of  lot  one  (1),  block  ten  (10),  city  of 
Cedar  Rapids ;  owned   by  Jennie  A.   GllchrlsL 

The  southeast  one-half  (%)  of  lot  nine  (9).  block  ten  (10),  Carpenter's 
Addition  to  Cedar  Rapids;  now  owned  by  Alolsle  Melsa. 

The  southeast  one-half  (H)  of  lot  ten  (10),  block  one  (1),  Carpenter's 
Addition  to  Cedar  Rapids;  now  owned  by  Frank  W.  Bushnell. 

The  easterly  twenty-five  (25)  feet  of  lot  eight  (8),  block  ten  (10),  Original 
Town,  now  city  of  Cedar  Rapids;  now  owned  by  Frank  Rousar  and  Marie 
Rousar. 

The  southeasterly  thirty-eight  (38)  feet  of  lot  ten  (10),  block  ten  (10), 
Original  Town,  now  city  of  Cedar  Rapids ;  now  owned  by  the  Cedar  Rapids 
Cigar  Manufacturing  Company. 

Lot  three  (3),  fractional  block  three  (3),  Carpenter's  Addition  to  Cedar 
Rapids;  now  known  as  lot  three  (8),  Auditor's  Plat  Twenty-flve  (25);  now 
owned  by  Frank  Q.  Hromatko. 
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Lot  four  (4),  fractional  block  three  (3),  Carpenter's  Addition  to  Cedar 
Rapids,  now  known  as  lot  four  (4)  Auditor's  Plat  twenty-five  (25)  ;  now  owned 
by  Martha  C.  and  Joseph  A.  Gillette,  and  M.  V.  Bolton  and  R.  Van  Vechten. 

The  rear  one-half  (^)  of  lots  seven  and  eight  (7  and  8),  Auditor's  Plat 
twenty-flve  (25),  Cedar  Rapids;  now  owned  by  William  Hamacher. 

In  witness  whereof  this  Board  has  caused  this  certificate  to  be  executed 
and  duly  signed  and  attested  by  its  secretary,  with  the  Instruction  that 
the  same  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  Linn  county,  Iowa. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  April  19,  1907. 


No.  3319—1907. 

S.  D.  Drake  et  al. 

vs. 
Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  )■  Joint  Station. 

Company  and  the  Minneapolis  & 

Saint  Louis  Railroad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  8,  1907. 

Statement  of  Pacts  and  Opinion  of  Commission. 

The  petitioners  are  largely  residents  of  the  northern  part  of  Kossuth 
county.  They  pray  that  this  Board  order  the  above  entitled  railway  com- 
panies "to  erect  a  comfortable  building  at  the  intersection  of  these  lines 
near  the  town  of  Lu Verne  Iowa,  for  the  accommodations  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage  who  may  desire  to  make  the  change  from  one  railway 
line  to  the  other." 

Pursuant  to  notice  given  to  the  petitioners  and  the  railway  companies 
interested,  a  public  hearing  was  had  at  the  town  of  Lu  Verne  on  May  2, 
1907.  None  of  the  petitioners  were  residents  of  the  town  of  Lu  Verne,  nor 
were  there  any  appearances  in  their  behalf.  The  Chicago  &  North-Westem 
Railway  Company  was  represented  by  R.  H.  Aishton  and  J.  C.  Davis.  No 
appearance  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  Minneaolis  &  Saint  L<ouis  Railway 
Company. 

Upon,  examination  of  the  premises  involved,  the  Board  find  the  follow- 
ing facts:  The  town  of  LuVerne  is  about  thirty  years  old  and  was  built 
about  the  time  of  the  construction  of  the  Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis 
Railway.  It  is  built  upon  a  ridge  of  ground  on  each  side  of  which  the 
land  Is  low  and  wet.  Each  depot  is  built  on  high  and  well-drained 
ground.  These  depots  as  now  situated  are  about  three-fourths  of  a  mile 
apart.  At  the  intersection  of  the  roads  the  ground  is  low  and  wet  and 
unsuitable  for  depot  switches  and  Btock-yard  purposes.  It  would  be  im- 
practicable to  lay  out  any  highways  which  would  connect  any  street  of 
LuVerne  with  a  depot  at  the  intersection  of  these  roads  on  account  of  the 
fact  that  between  the  town  and  said  intersection  the  land  is  very  low 
and  swampy  and  unfit  for  a  public  highway. 

We  conversed  with  many  of  the  citizens  of  LuVerne  and  found  that 
there  was  no  demand  in  the  town  itself  for  such  a  depot  as  is  prayed  for 
by  the  petitioners.  We  further  found  it  would  be  impracticable  to  remove 
the  stock-yards,  switches,  elevators,  coal  sheds,  etc.,  now  situated  upon  each 
line  of  road. 
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Graziting  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  would  also  involve  a  union 
depot  and  the  abandonment  of  the  present  depots.  Such  union  depot 
would  be  inaccessible  to  the  business  interests  of  the  town.  These  business 
interests  are  now  well  served,  especially  by  the  Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis 
Railway  Company,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  its  stock-yards,  elevators, 
etc.,  are  very  close  to  the  main  street  of  the  town  upon  which  all  business 
buildings  are  situated.  The  people  of  LuVeme  were  practically  unani- 
mously opposed  to  the  change  which  would  be  necessary  if  the  prayer 
of  the  petitioners  were  granted. 

We  find  that  a  union  depot  would  be  much  more  inconvenient  to  the 
people  and  business  interests  of  LuVerne  than  as  the  depots  are  now 
situated  and  as  the  people  are  at  present  served. 

We  are  informed  that  at  about  the  time  the  Chicago  Ik  North-Westem 
Railway  was  built  an  attempt  was  made  on  the  part  o-f  said  road  to  pro- 
vide for  a  union  station  which  was  prevented  by  the  opposition  of  the 
residents  of  LuVeme.  By  reason  of  the  above  findings  of  facts  it  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  that  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners  ought  not  to  be  granted  and  the  petition  is  therefore 
dismissed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  May  24,  1907. 


No.  3320—1907. 

S.  D.  Drake  et  al. 
vs. 

Chicago  &  Nobth-Western  Railwat 
Company  and  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  &  Paoific  Railway  Com- 
pany. 


E8taJ>li8hinent  of  Joint  Station, 


Complaint  filed  February  8,  1907. 

Statement  of  Facts  and  Opinion  of  Commission. 

The  original  petitioners  in  this  case  were  all  residents  of  Swea  City, 
Kossuth  county,  Iowa.  They  joined  in  an  application  to  the  Commission 
for  an  order  requiring  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  Company  and 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  erect  a  comfort- 
able building  at  the  intersection  of  their  lines  near  the  towns  of  Maple 
Hill,  a  station  on  the  Chicago  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway,  and  Gridley, 
a  station  on  the  Chicago  &  North-Westem  Railway.  A  large  number  of 
other  petitioners  from  different  towns  in  Kossuth  county  afterwards 
joined  in  the  above  petition,  at  the  same  time  asking  for  relief  In  other 
respects  and  as  to  different  localities. 

Pursuant  to  notice  the  Commissioners  met  upon  the  premises  in  a 
public  hearing  on  May  2,  1907.  Representatives  of  the  railways  affected 
appeared  at  the  hearing.  Sirs  Hubbell,  Hope,  Wilson  and  Wright  appeared 
for  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  Sirs  Aishton  and 
Davis  appeared  for  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  Company.  An 
appearance  was  made  by  citizens  residing  in  the  loaclity  on  behalf  of  the 
petitioners. 
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The  Board  finds  that  the  stations  are  about  one  and  one-half  mile 
apart;  that  the  facilities  for  transfer  of  passengers  are  by  team;  that  the 
population  of  the  village  of  Maple  Hill  is  fifteen  and  the  population  of 
Gridley  ten.  The  people  of  the  villages  are  not  personally  interested  in 
the  relief  asked  by  the  petitioners.  We  find  on  account  of  the  conditions 
existing  at  the  intersection  of  the  two  roads  that  it  would  require  a  large 
expenditure  of  money  to  fill  in  the  land  necessary  for  a  station  and  for 
connecting  tracks.  A  station  at  the  intersection  of  the  roads  would  be  a 
great  inconvenience  to  the  residents  of  the  villages,  both  of  which  are 
well  situated  upon  high  and  well-drained  ground.  It  would  be  entirely 
impracticable,  at  least,  without  very  great  expense,  to  procure  and  build 
highways  to  and  at  the  intersection  of  the  roads. 

It  iB  our  opinion  that  there  is  no  sufficient  demand  for  a  depot  at 
the  intersection  of  the  roads  to  warrant  the  great  expenditure  of  the 
money  necessary  to  build  and  maintain  the  same  and  make  it  accessible 
to  people  who  mdght  have  occasion  to  use  it,  therefore  the  petition  is 
denied. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  May  24,  1907. 


No.  3321—1907. 

J.  L.  Dickinson  et  al.       . 
vs. 

Chicago  &  Nobth- Western  Railway 
Company  and  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany. 
Complaint  filed  February  8,  1907. 


Joint  Station  ioith  Telegraph  Opera 
tor. 


Statement  of  Facts  and  Opinion  of  Commission. 

In  the  above  entitled  case  J.  L.  Dickinson  and  others  petitioned  the 
Board  for  an  order  requiring  the  placing  of  a  depot,  together  with  tele- 
graph operator,  by  the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway  Company  and 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  at  the  intersection 
of  their  roads  at  Grerled,  Iowa. 

Pursuant  to  due  notice  to  the  petitioners  and  the  railroads  interested 
a  public  hearing  was  had  on  the  premises  on  May  2,  1907.  Messrs.  Hubbell, 
Hope,  Wilson  and  Wright  appeared  for  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company  and  Messrs.  Aishton  and  Davis  for  the  Chicago  &  North- 
Western  Railway  Company.  Mr.  Claussen  appeared  on  behalf  of  the 
petitioners. 

Gerled  is  the  point  where  the  railroads  above  mentioned  cross  each 
other.  There  is  but  one  place  of  business  and  a  small  station  at  this 
point.  This  crossing  serves  the  people  of  the  north  part  of  Kossuth  county 
on  going  to  and  coming  from  the  county  seat  and  other  places  of  the 
county.  No  complaints  are  made  as  to  the  stoppage  of  trains  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  public  travel.  The  only  contention  is  that  the 
depot  itself  in  inadequate  to  accommodate  the  large  number  of  passengers 
who  use  it.    The  Commissioners  find  that  the  contention  of  the  petitioners 
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Is  well  founded.  During  this  Investigation,  however,  a  conference  was 
had  between  the  railroads  interested  and  the  petitioners  and  an  agreement 
was  made  which  was  satisfactory  to  the  petitioners  as  to  the  enlargement 
of  the  depot,  which  agreement  was  approved  by  this  Board.  As  nothing 
further  remained  for  this  Board  the  case  is  now  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  May  24,  1907. 


No.  3322—1907. 

Before  the  Boabd  of  Railroad  Ck>MMissioNERs  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

BooNE  Brick,  Tile  and  Paving  Com- 
pany 

vs. 

The  Newton  &  Northwestern  Rail-  ^  Switching  Charge. 
road  Company,  the  Fort  Dodge, 
Des  Moines  &  Southern  Rail- 
road COMPANT. 

Complaint  filed  May  28,  1907. 

DsCflSION  OF  THE  COMMISSIONERS. 

The  following  is  the  complaint  made  in  this  case: 

Boone.  Iowa.  May  27,  1907. 

Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commisaionera,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

Gentlemen  :— We  herewith  petition  your  honorable  body  to  establish  a 
switching  charge  on  brick  in  car  lots  from  Ames,  Iowa,  to  Agricultural  grounds, 
via  the  Newton  &  Northwestern  Railway,  formerly  the  Ames  &  College  Railway. 
The  distance  does  not  exceed  a  mile  and  a  half  and  is  wholly  within  the 
corporation  limits  of  Ames  and  we  maintain  that  a  switching  charge  of  say  $3.00 
a  car  would  be  entirely  equitable  and  should  be  put  in  force  at  this  point 
Our  Mr.  Stevens  will  call  on  you  soon  and  take  the  matter  up  with  you. 

Yours  truly, 

BooNE  Brick,  Tile  ft  Pavino  Co., 

Per  B.  M.  Huntley,  Mgr. 

As  is  usual  in  such  cases  the  Commissioners  sent  a  copy  of  this  com- 
plaint to  the  Newton  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company,  which  company 
through  its  General  Manager,  Mr.  J.  L.  Blake,  on  June  10,  1907,  filed  the 
following  as  answer  thereto: 

Boone,  Iowa,  June  8,  1907. 

Mr,  Dwight  N.  Lewis,  Sec'y  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

My  Dear  Sir: — I  beg  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  esteemed  favor  of  the 
6th  Inst.,  in  reference  to  establishing  a  switching  charge  between  two  of  our 
stations,  that  of  Ames  and  Campus,  both  of  which  are  shown  as  stations  on  our 
new  time  card.  The  switching  charge  that  the  shipper  requests  to  be  established 
is  not  to  an  industry  located  on  a  permanent  side  track  of  this  company  at 
the  Campus,  but  a  temporary  track  that  we  put  in  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  College  people  and  the  State  of  Iowa  at  an  expense  of  several  hundreds  of 
dollars,  expecting  by  so  doing  that  we  would  secure  whatever  material  there 
was  to  go  to  the  building  on  a  basis  of  our  established  freight  rate  of  twenty- 
five  cents  per  ton,  or  a  cent  and  a  quarter  per  hundred.     I  do  not  believe  that 
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you  or  anyone  else  would  consider  It  fair  to  authorize  that  a  switching  charge 
be  made  with  these  facts  before  them.  Of  course,  while  Judge  Stevens  owned 
an  Interest  in  the  Ames  ft  College  road,  there  was  not  a  breath  of  suggestion 
as  to  the  establishing  of  switching  charges  between  Ames  and  the  Campus. 
When  Judge  Stevens  or  the  shippers  who  make  the  application  for  this  switch- 
ing charge  sold  this  brick,  or  contract  to  furnish  the  brick,  they  figured  on  a 
basis  of  twenty-flve  cents  i>er  ton  between  Ames  and  the  Campus.  There  is  no 
loss  so  far  as  the  switching  charges  are  concerned,  as  I  say,  the  trade  was  made 
with  the  knowledge  that  the  charge  would  be  twenty-flve  cents  per  ton.  Fur- 
thermore this  company  will  be  in  a  position  to  handle  business  between  Boone 
and  the  Campus  the  latter  part  of  next  week  or  the  beginning  of  the  following 
week,  and  the  very  same  basis  that  would  apply  via  the  other  route.  And  while 
they  will  say  there  is  no  transfer  in  here  between  the  Northwestern  and  our 
line,  your  Mr.  Ketchum  is  familiar  with  my  views  on  the  subject  and  knows 
personally  that  I  am  agreeable  to  building  my  share  of  this  transfer  track  at 
any  time,  and  I  sincerely  hope  and  trust  that  the  Board  will  not  work  us  the 
hardship  of  establishing  a  switching  charge  between  Ames  and  the  Campus,  a 
temporary  track  which  was  put  in  for  the  accommodation  of  the  College  and 
at  a  great  expense.  We  are  not  only  agreeable  but  glad  to  establish  a  switch- 
ing basis  in  Ames  proper  to  any  industry  located  on  a  permanent  side  track 
of  this  company.  The  per  diem  on  foreign  cars  is  to  be  fifty  cents  per  day 
per  hundred  after  the  first  of  this  month  and  by  the  time  a  car  was  set  in  to 
us  and  taken  to  the  college  and  unloaded,  we  would  have  nothing  left  We  now 
get  into  Des  Moines  to  Flint  Brick  Yard  and  all  the  good  brick  concerns,  and  it 
will  only  be  a  short  time  until  we  are  into  Fort  Dodge  and  to  some  of  the 
best  concerns  of  the  country,  and  we  do  so  much  desire  that  you  take  all  of 
these  facts  into  consideration  and  not  destroy  one  of  the  best  small  means  of 
revenue  of  the  very  little  revenue  that  we  do  derive  from  this  proposition,  and  I 
certainly  feel  sure  you  will  deal  fairly  with  me  in  this  matter,  as  you  have  in 
the  past 

With  this  full  explanation,  I  beg  to  remain  as  ever, 

Tours  most  sincerely, 

J.  L.  Blakib. 

A  copy  of  the  foregoing  answer  was  sent  to  the  complainants  who  filed 
the  following  on  June  27,  1907,  as  their  reply  thereto: 

Boons,  Iowjl,  June  14,  1907. 

N.  8.  Ketchum,  Chainnan  Board  of  Railroad  Commisaionera. 

Dbab  Snt:— Your  favor  of  June  11th  received.  We  note  the  claim  made  by 
Mr.  Blake  that  he  already  gets  into  Des  Moines  brickyards  and  all  the  good 
brick  concema 

• 

Also  that  he  put  the  temporary  track  in  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
College  people  and  the  State  of  Iowa,  at  the  expense  of  several  hundred  dollars, 
expecting  by  so  doing,  he  would  secure  whatever  material  there  was  to  go  into 
the  building  on  the  basis  of  an  established  freight  rate  of  25  cts.  per  ton ;  and 
that  while  Judge  Stevens  owned  an  interest  in  the  Ames  ft  College  road,  there 
was  not  a  breath  of  suggestion  as  to  the  establishing  of  switching  charges 
between  Ames  and  the  Campus. 

We  do  not  see  what  the  former  interest  of  Judge  Stevens  in  the  Ames  ft 
College  road  has  to  do  with  your  duty,  or  to  the  reasonableness  of  our  claim. 
We  leave  it  with  you  to  discover  the  motive  behind  his  suggestion.  Judge 
Stevens  has  not  been  an  officer  or  had  a  thing  to  do  with  the  management  of 
the  Ames  ft  College  road  since  1893 ;  and  this  Company  was  not  organized 
until  1902. 

In  reply  to  his  claim  that  the  Ames  ft  College  Railroad  has  been  to  several 
hundred  dollars  expense,  we  might  state  that  the  rails  used  in  the  spur  track 
referred  to  were  used  during  the  construction  of  Engineering  Hall,  the  new 
Main,  the  addition  to  the  old  Agricultural  Hall,  the  new  Creamery  Building 
and  the  present  new  Agricultural  Hall ;  and  at  neither  place  was  there  any 
grading   done,   the  track  being  laid   on   the  grass   in   each  place   and   used  in 
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common  for  all  shippers.  It  was  laid  In  the  Interest  of  the  Ames  &  Collesre 
road  for,  without  It,  all  the  material  for  these  large  bulldlnflrs  would  have  been 
hauled  by  wagons  from  Ame& 

We  do  not  Intend  to  ask  for  any  advantage  that  Is  not  enjoyed  by  other 
shippers  of  brick,  under  like  circumstances.  The  facts  upon  which  we  base 
our  claim  for  a  switching  charge,  are  as  follows: 

Ist.  Our  plant  is  located  on  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  three 
miles  and  a  half  west  of  Boone. 

2d.  Our  freight  is  all  in  carload  lots,  and  computed  at  current  tariff  rates, 
exceeds  fifteen  dollars  per  car  on  all  shipments  to  Ames. 

3d.  The  Ames  ft  College  Railroad  and  the  Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway 
have  a  connecting  switch  at  Ames,  upon  which  all  of  our  cars  are  set  by  the 
Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway  without  expense  to  the  Ames  ft  College  rail- 
road, whether  the  same  are  shipped  to  be  switched  to  the  College  or  to  any 
other  point  In  Ames. 

4th.  The  College  is  located  within  the  city  of  Ames,  and  the  Ames  ft  Col- 
lege Railroad  is  located  wholly  within  the  city  limits. 

6th.  We  are  entitled,  under  the  rule  for  absorbing  switching  charges  of 
connecting  lines,  to  have  the  switching  charge  between  Ames  and  the  College 
absorbed  by  the  Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway,  the  same  as  It  would  be  were 
these  shipments  made  to  any  of  the  various  Junction  points  In  the  list  of  indus- 
tries and  rates  for  switching,  as  published  by  the  Chicago  ft  North- Western  Rail- 
way Company  for  Instance  the  same  as  if  shipped  to  Peet  Bros,  ft  Company  at 
Anamosa  on  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul,  switching  cnarge  |2.00 ;  or 
to  John  Wrlghton,  Audubon,  Iowa,  on  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific, 
switching  charge  $5.00 ;  or  to  Cathcart  ft  Son,  Correctlonville,  Iowa,  on  the 
Illinois  Central,  switching  charge  12.00 ;  or  to  the  Agar  Packing  Comi)any,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  switching  charge  13.00. 

Other  cases  in  Iowa  might  be  cited  to  sustain  our  claim  in  this  respect. 

6th.  We  are  nearer  to  Ames  and  the  College  than  either  Fort  Dodge  or  Des 
Moines.  But,  if  we  are  to  be  charged  two  tariffs  instead  of  one  as  other  shippers 
are  made  under  like  circumstance,  we  will  not  profit  by  our  advantage  in  having 
the  shorter  mileage. 

We  realize  that  Mr.  Blake  would  prefer  to  ship  brick  from  Des  Moines  or 
Fort  Dodge,  and  thus  enjoy  the  Iowa  Distance  Tariff,  rather  than  accept  the 
switching  charge,  and  are  not  blaming  him  for  it.  But,  If  our  competitors  enjoy 
the  advantage  of  switching  charges  and  the  rule  for  absorbing  the  same  at 
points  where  they  have  the  shorter  mileage,  we  ought  to  have  the  same  privilege. 

We  ask  nothing  that  we  would  not  concede  to  the  Des  Moines  and  Fort 
Dodge  brick  plants,  and  we  respectfully  ask  this  Commission  to  decide  whether 
we  are  entitled  to  have  our  cars  switched  to  the  College  by  the  Ames  ft  College 
Railroad,  and  we  also  ask  that  a  reasonable  amount  be  fixed  for  such  services. 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

BooNB  Brick,  Tiia  ft  Paving  Company, 

Per  B.  M.  Huntley,  Mgr. 

On  July  1,  1907,  the  complainants  filed  the  following  amendment  to 
thelT  complaint: 

To  the  Board  of  Railrocid  ComrrUsaioners,  Dea  Moines,  Iowa. 

Gbntlbmen  .•»— We  desire  to  amend  our  complaint  In  the  above  matter  as  fol- 
lows: 

The  Ames  ft  College  Railway  Company  has  two  permanent  side  tracks  at 
the  College,  and  the  objections  made  by  Mr.  Blake  for  the  defendant  that  the 
basis  of  his  freight  rate  of  25  cents  per  ton,  was  the  construction  of  a  special 
track  at  several  hundred  dollars  expense  will  not  apply  to  the  permanent  side 
track.  Our  brick  are  not  necessarily  set  upon  the  spur  which  was  built  for  the 
building  now  under  construction,  and  we  now  have  orders  for  brick  which  will 
be  shipped  and  set  on  the  permanent  side  track  at  the  College. 

We  do  not  think  there  should  be  any  difference  made  in  the  switching  charge, 
aa  between  the  different  tracks;  but  if  there  is  a  reason.  It  should  not.  In  our 
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opinion,  prevent  the  Board  from  flxln^r  a  reasonable  switching  charge  for  each 
switch. 

We  therefore  respectfully  ask  that  the  Board  establish  a  reasonable  switching 
charge  of  not  to  exceed  three  dollars  from  the  connecting  track  with  the  Chicago 
&  North- Western  Railway  at  Ames;  and  that  the  present  charge  for  switching 
cars  to  the  College  of  25  cents  per  ton  be  held  unreasonable  and  Illegal. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Boons  Brick.  Tile  &  Paving  Co., 

By  J.  Li.  Stevens,  President. 

In  a  subsequent  communication  to  the  Board  Mr.  Blake,general  manager 
of  the  Newton  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company,  stated  that  the  company 
shipped  steel  for  the  track  from  Kelley  to  Ames  over  the  Chicago  &  North- 
western and  had  also  shipped  1^000  ties  that  had  cost  his  company  $1.00 
apiece;  that  the  Ames  and  College  road  Is  two  miles  long  and  a  switching 
charge  that  was  referred  to  by  the  complainant  Is  one  In  Ames  proper  to  a 
permanent  Industry  located  on  the  track;  that  within  a  few  days  the 
motive  power  used  for  handling  the  business  between  Des  Moines,  Ames 
and  Boone  will  do  the  work  between  Ames  and  Campus  the  same  as  be- 
tween any  two  other  stations;  that  they  will  not  maintain  any  power  at 
Ames  and  all  of  this  business  would  be  handled  by  a  road  engine;  that  all 
of  the  freight  from  Ames  proper  or  received  from  the  Chicago  &  North- 
western Railway  Company  will  be  billed  to, the  Campus  the  same  as  any 
other  station  on  the  line. 

There  was  also  filed  with  the  Board  a  distance  table  of  the  Fort  Dodge, 
Des  Moines  &  Southern  Railroad  Company,  showing  the  distance  between 
Ames  and  Campus  and  the  passenger  fare  charged.  In  this  distance  table 
(G.  P.  D.  No.  1)  Campus  Is  treated  as  a  regular  station. 

The  Commissioners  find  the  facts  in  this  case  to  be  substantially  as 
follows: 

The  Ames  &  College  Railway  Company,  organized  In  1890,  built  a  line 
of  railway  In  1891  from  the  station  of  Ames  to  a  point  located  on  the 
grounds  of  the  Iowa  State  College,  a  distance  of  one  and  ninety-eight 
hundredths  (1 98-100)  miles.  These  were  the  only  two  stations  on  this 
line  from  1891  to  the  present  year,  when  this  line  of  railway  was  purchased 
by  the  respondent  railway  companies  and  made  a  part  of  their  system; 
In  fixing  a  schedule  of  maximum  rates  for  the  railway  companies  of 
Iowa,  the  Ames  &  College  Railway  was  classified  by  this  Board  as  a  Class 
A  road  and  would  under  the  schedule  be  entitled  to  charge  for  hauls, 
between  Ames  and  the  College,  the  rate  provided  by  the  Commissioners  for 
distances  of  five  miles  and  under;  the  railway  company  owning  the  line 
formerly  known  as  the  Ames  &  College  Railway,  still  maintains  a  regrular 
station  upon  the  line  known  as  Campus  a  distance  of  one  and  seven- 
tenths  (17-10)  miles  from  the  Ames  depot;  that  the  respondents  have 
built  temporary  sidetracks  from  their  line  near  Campus  Station  for  the 
purpose  of  hauling  material  to  the  College  buildings  now  In  course  of 
construction,  and  that  when  these  buildings  are  completed  these  sidetracks 
will  be  removed. 

The  contention  of  the  complainants  that  the  service  performed  by 
the  railway  company  is  a  switch  rather  than  a  haul  and  that  the  switch- 
ing rate  should  be  applied  thereto,  has  been  carefully  considered  by  this 
Board. 
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In  1889  the  Iowa  Railroad  Commission  made  an  order  in  the  case  of 
Little  YB.  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company,  requiring 
that  the  railway  company  do  certain  switching  therein  provided  (see 
Iowa  Railroad  Commissioners'  Report  for  1889,  page  1032.)  The  railway 
company  declined  to  obey  the  order  of  the  Commission  and  suit  was 
brought  to  enforce  the  same.  The  Iowa  Supreme  Court,  55  Northwestern 
I^eporter,  page  331,  also  88  Iowa,  445,  held  that  "a  service  on  a  main  line 
outside  of  yard  limits  and  under  orders,  as  in  the  case  of  special  or 
regrular  trains,  is  not  switching  service." 

In  the  case  of  J.  S.  Wylie  of  Davenport  vs.  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
St.  Paul  Railway  Company,  the  Iowa  Railroad  Commission  held  that: 

"The  general  definition  of  a  switch  is  that  movement  of  cars  within  yard 
limits  where  an  engine  and  cars  may  run  without  orders  from  the  dispatcher,  or, 
in  other  words,  that  occupancy  of  tracks  that  belong  to  yard  engines  and  where 
all  approaching  trains  are  expected  to  run  with  special  care,  knowing  that  their 
rights  of  track  are  second  to  switching  trains.  In  reply  to  Mr.  Wylle  the  Com- 
missioners stated  that  they  liad  finally  settled  down  to  this  view,  that  a  switch 
Is  that  delivery  within  or  without  yard  limits  that  is  ordinarily  made  with  a 
switch  or  special  engine  and  crew,  and  does  not  partake  of  the  character  of  the 
ordinary  train  made  up  for  service  over  a  line  of  road.  While  this  work  may  be 
done  by  the  reerular  train,  It  is  understood  as  the  work  usually  done  by  the 
switching  crew.'  "     See  Iowa  Railroad  Commissioners'  Report,  1890,  page  901. 

The  Iowa  Commissioners  reiterated  this  opinion  in  the  case  Board  of 
Trustees,  etc.,  vs.  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  Iowa 
Commissioners  Report  1891,  page  792. 

In  February,  1906,  the  Fehleisen-Rosacker  Lumber  Company  of  Boone, 
complained  against  the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway  Company  be- 
cause a  rate  was  charged  on  a  haul,  the  mileage  of  which  included  a 
spur  track,  which  made  the  rate  higher  than  it  would  have  been  had  the 
spur  track  not  been  included.  The  Commissioners  held  that  this  spur 
track  being  built  especially  for  the  service  of  the  coal  mines,  and  that 
trains  carrying  coal  from  these  mines  must  pass  over  a  portion  of  the 
main  line  in  order  to  reach  the  station  that  it  was  proper  to  include  this 
spur  in  the  mileage  as  a  part  of  the  haul.  See  Iowa  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners Report  for  1906,  case  3197. 

The  Commissioners  have  carefully  considered  all  the  circumstances 
surrounding  the  service  performed  by  the  respondent  railway  company, 
former  holdings  of  this  Commission  in  similar  cases,  and  the  decisions  of 
the  courts,  and  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  service  performed  by 
the  respondent  railway  company  in  this  case  is  a  haul  and  not  a  switch, 
and  the  respondent  railway  company  is  therefor  entitled  to  charge  the 
rate  provided  by  this  Commission,  in  its  schedule  of  Reasonable  Maximum 
Rates,  for  distances  of  five  miles  and  under. 

There  can  be  no  question  but  that  the  respondent  company  under  the 
law  is  a  railway  company  and  a  common  carrier.  There  is  no  dispute  that 
there  is  and  always  has  been  since  this  railway  was  built,  a  station  upon 
the  college  grounds  substantially  as  at  present  located;  that  said  railway 
company  was  organized  as  such,  and  for  sixteen  years  has  been  operated 
as  a  railway  company  In  all  particulars  between  the  station  of  Ames  and 
the  station  at  the  College. 
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Under  these  facts  tlie  Board  could  reach  no  other  conclusion  than  as 
set  forth  herein. 

Dated  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  this  29th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1907. 


No.  3323—1907. 

Before  the  Boabd  of  Railboad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 


Habdin  County,  Iowa, 

vs. 
Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway 
Company. 


In  the  Matter  of  Proposed  Drainage 
Ditch  No.  3  in  Hardin  county, 
Iowa,  Petitioned  for  hy  J,  E, 
Douphan  et  al. 


Opinion  of  the  Board. 

This  is  a  case  brought  before  the  Board  under  chapter  68  of  the  Laws 
of  the  Thirtieth  General  Assembly,  entitled  an  act  to  promote  the  public 
health,  convenience  and  welfare,  by  leveeing,  ditching  and  draining  the 
lands  of  the  state,  and  providing  for  the  establishment  of  levees,  drainage 
districts,  or  for  the  changing  of  natural  water  courses  to  secure  better 
drainage,  and  providing  for  the  construction  of  ditches,  drains  and  water 
courses  and  prescribing  the  method  for  so  doing,  and  providing  for  the 
assessment  and  collection  of  the  costs  and  expenses  of  same,  and  issuing 
improvement  certificates,  or  Issuing  or  selling  bonds  therefor. 

Under  section  18  of  this  act  it  is  provided  that  if  the  engineer  in 
charge  and  the  railroad  company  cannot  agree,  or  if  the  railroad  company 
shall  fail,  neglect  or  refuse  to  confer  with  the  engineer  in  charge,  the 
county  auditor  shall  at  once  notify  the  railroad  commissioners  in  writing 
by  registered  letter  of  the  failure  of  the  engineer  in  charge  and  the  rail- 
road company  to  agree,  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  railroad  commis- 
sioners to  proceed  within  thirty  days  to  view  the  premises  and  hear  the 
parties  in  relation  thereto,  giving  to  the  county  auditor  and  the  railroad 
company  notice  by  registered  letter  of  the  time  when  they  will  view  the 
premises  and  hear  the  parties  which  notice  shall  be  mailed  to  each  party 
at  least  ten  days  prior  to  the  time  fixed  for  such  hearing. 

In  pursuance  of  timely  and  legal  service  of  the  notices  provided  for 
under  section  18  of  this  act,  the  Railroad  Commissioners,  on  July  25, 
1907,  viewed  the  premises  where  the  so-called  Doughan  drainage  ditch 
is  proposed  to  cross  the  defendant  railway  company's  right  of  way  and 
heard  the  parties  in  relation  thereto.  Geo.  L.  Mechem,  the  engineer  in 
charge,  api>eared  on  the  part  of  the  county  of  Hardin  and  the  Chicago 
&  North- Western  Railway  Company  by  its  attorney,  Geo.  B.  Hise. 

At  the  hearing  it  was  agreed  by  the  attorney  for  the  Chicago  &  North- 
western Railway  Company  and  the  engineer  in  charge  of  the  proposed 
drainage  ditch  that,  if  established,  said  ditch  shall  cross  the  right  of  way 
of  defendant  company  at  right  angles  under  bridge  number  1167,  situated 
in  the  northwest  quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter  of  section  thirty-one, 
township  eighty-nine,  range  twenty,  Hardin  county,  Iowa. 

There  is  no  controversy  about  the  place  where  or  the  angle  at  which 
the  proposed  ditch  shall  cross  the  right  of  way  of  defendant;  but  the 
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manner  in  which  it  is  proposed  it  shall  cross  such  right  of  way  is  in 
dispute  and  the  Board  is  called  upon  to  determine  that  question  alone. 

Bridge  number  1167,  as  now  constructed,  is  a  sixteen-foot  wooden 
stringer  bridge  on  masonry  and  from  the  testimony  it  is  clear  that  it  is 
amply  large  to  carry  all  water  which  must  ordinarily  flow  through  it 
from  the  drainage  area  above.  The  construction  of  the  proposed  drainage 
ditch  across  the  right  of  way  of  defendant  would  require  the  substitution 
of  bridge  number  1167  by  one  of  much  greater  span  of  iron  and  of  much 
heavier  masonry  on  piling. 

The  proposed  drainage  ditch  is  along  and  in  the  general  course  of 
Beaver  creek,  beginning  in  section  29  in  Alden  township,  Hardin  county 
and  running  southeasterly  to  and  through  section  8  in  Jackson  township, 
Hardin  county,  traversing  a  distance  of  about  nine  miles.  The  Board 
finds  that  the  grade  of  Beaver  creek,  from  a  point  in  Alden  township  to 
section  8  in  Jackson  township,  varies  from  0.46  per  cent  or  roughly  by 
more  than  23  feet  per  mile,  to  0.05  per  cent  or  2.6  feet  per  mile;  that 
Immediately  above  bridge  number  1167  and  for  a  distance  of  about  one 
and  six-tenths  miles  the  grade  of  Beaver  creek  is  4.9  feet  per  mile;  that 
immediately  below  bridge  number  1167  and  for  a  distance  of  nine-tenths 
of  a  mile  the  grade  of  Beaver  creek  is  2.6  feet  per  mile;  that  as  a  result  of 
this  very  low  grade  and  the  heavy  growth  of  swamp-weeds  and  grass  in 
the  creek  bed  and  about  its  lateral  area  the  water  is  nearly  still  and 
causes  what  is  known  as  Wisner  Swamp,  which  covers,  at  times  of  very 
high  water,  about  two  hundred  ten  acres;  that  beginning  at  the  point 
about  nine-tenths  of  a  mile  below  the  bridge  in  question  and  Just  beyond 
the  lower  end  of  Wisner  Swamp  the  grrade  of  Beaver  creek  is  much  greater 
and  for  several  miles  below  continues  to  fall  about  eight  and  one-half  feet 
per  mile;  it  is  found  further  that  the  back-water  from  Wisner  Swamp  in 
times  of  very  heavy  and  continued  rains  does  not  permit  the  drainage  of 
a  large  area  lying  west  and  above  bridges  1166,  1165  and  1163  through 
the  same;  that  because  of  such  back-water  the  drainage  from  about  two 
thousand  two  hundred  eighty  acres  above  bridges  1166,  1165  and  1163  is 
somewhat  diverted  from  said  bridges  to  bridge  number  1167.  The  Board 
finds  further  that  what  are  known  as  the  Skiff  and  Doughan  swamps  may 
be  properly  drained  by  a  ditch  through  them  along  the  channel  of  Beaver 
creek  and  terminating  into  the  natural  channel  of  Beaver  creek  at  a  point 
in  the  northeast  quarter  of  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  34,  Hardin 
township,  Hardin  county;  that  the  natural  channel  of  Beaver  creek  from 
said  point  in  section  34  to  and  through  bridge  number  1167  will  properly 
drain  the  area  above  the  said  bridge,  provided  however,  Wisner  Swamp  be 
drained  in  accordance  with  the  facts  hereinbefore  found. 

In  view  of  the  facts  in  this  case  the  Board  deems  it  proper  to  suggest 
that  the  drainage  area  covered  by  the  proposed  Doughan  drainage  ditch 
could  be  better  drained  by  the  establishment  of  two  separate  districts  in 
accordance  with  the  findings  herein. 

Under  the  facts  established  in  this  case  the  Board  denies  the  right  of 
plaintiff  county  to  cross  defendant  railway  company's  right  of  way  as' 
proposed  and  holds  that  bridge  number  1167  is  adequately  large  to  carry 
the  drainage  of  the  proposed  ditch. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  August  6,  1907. 
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No.  3324—1907. 

W.  R.  Temple  Company,  Denison,  ] 

Iowa,  I 

vs.  )■  Decision  of  the  Board. 

Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway 

Company. 

Filed  Novomber  26,  1906. 

The  complainant  asks  for  an  order  requiring  the  Chicago  &  North- 
western Railway  Company  and  the  Illinois  Central  Railway  Company  to 
switch  cars  from  one  railroad  to  the  other  at  Denison,  Iowa. 

The  Board  met  at  Denison,  Iowa,  on  the  26th  day  of  September  while 
on  inspection  of  the  Chicago  and  North-Western  Railway  system.  There 
were  present  N.  S.  Ketchum,  Chairman,  and  W.  L.  Eaton  of  the  Board; 
the  complainant  W.  R.  Temple  and  R.  H.  Aishton,  General  Manager  of  the 
Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  and  other  officers  of  the  road. 

After  viewing  the  premises,  tracks  and  switches  of  both  railroads 
at  the  place  in  controversy  we  find  the  following  facts: 

The  depots  of  said  railroads  are  about  five  thousand  nine  hundred  feet 
apart  and  upon  opposite  sides  of  the  town.  The  complainant  is  engaged 
in  the  lumber  and  coal  business  with  his  plant  situated  on  a  switch  on 
the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway,  nearly  one-fourth  of  a  mile  east  of 
the  depot  of  the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway  Company,  and  away 
from  the  Illinois  Central.  One  of  the  main  lines  of  the  Chicago  &  North- 
Western  Railway  Company  in  reaching  its  depot  at  Denison  passes  through 
an  interlocking  plant  near  the  Illinois  Central  depot  and  reaches  its  depot 
by  a  long  curve.  The  greater  portion  of  this  distance  is  over  a  main 
line  and  outside  of  the  yards  of  either  of  the  roads.  The  traffic  at  Denison 
does  not  warrant  the  keeping  of  a  switch  engine  at  that  point.  Switching 
from  one  railroad  to  the  other  would  require  the  use  of  the  main  line  of 
each  of  the  railroads  for  a  considerable  distance.  It  would  require  the 
use  of  the  main  line  track  of  the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway  Com- 
pany  for  a  distance  of  4,500  feet.  Switching  of  this  character  would 
require  the  procuring  of  orders  in  each  instance  of  switching, — ^from  the 
dispatcher's  office  in  Sioux  City  for  the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway 
and  from  Fort  Dodge  for  the  Illinois  Central  Railway;  switching  v/ould 
of  necessity  be  done  by  way  freight  engines.  The  distance  to  be  traversed, 
and  the  necessity  of  securing  orders  would  result  in  delaying  entire  train* 
with  resulting  injury  to  the  general  service. 

We  find  that  the  complainant  is  the  only  person  who  would  be  ma- 
terially benefited  by  the  order  asked  for.  On  account  of  the  limited 
number  of  cars  which  he  ships  per  year  the  benefit  which  he  would  receive 
would  not  warrant  this  Board  making  an  order.  The  switching  charge 
which  the  railroads  would  reasonably  be  entitled  to  make  would  lessen 
the  benefits  to  the  complainant.  Such  an  order  would  result  in  delay 
to  the  railroad  service  and  inconvenience  to  the  general  traveling  and 
shipping  public  at  the  times  of  complainant's  shipments.  It  would  also 
add  an  element  of  danger  to  the  operating  of  the  railroad. 

For  these  reasons  the  Board  declines  to  gn^unt  the  application. 

Dated  September  28,  1907. 
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No.  3325—1907. 

Galvin  Brick  &  Tius  Company,         ^ 

Iowa  Falls,  Iowa,  | 

vs.   '  }■  Btoitching. 

Chicago  &  Nobth-Westebn  Railway 

Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  June  11,  1907. 

Decision  of  the  Boabd. 

The  complainant  asks  that  the  switching  charge  of  $5.00  per  car 
at  present  in  effect  to  and  from  its  plant  be  lowered  to  $3.00  per  car. 
The  premises  involved  in  this  application  were  visited  by  this  Commission 
on  the  27th  day  of  September,  1907.  There  were  present  N.  S.  Ketchum, 
chairman,  and  W.  L.  Eaton,  members  of  the  Board;  R.  H.  Aishton,  Gen- 
eral Manager  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  and  other 
officials  of  the  road,  and  S.  H.  Galvin,  manager  of  the  Galvln  Brick  ft  Tile 
Company. 

From  an  inspection  of  the  premises  we  find  that  it  Is  agreed  that 
the  complainants'  premises  are  about  two  and  one-half  miles  from  the 
depot  of  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  at  Iowa  F&Ils,  Iowa.  BYom 
its  main  track  at  that  point  a  spur  or  switch  reaches  the  complainants' 
plant  which  is  a  factory  for  the  manufacturing  of  brick  and  tile  with 
a  present  capacity  of  from  four  to  six  carloads  per  week. 

For  shipments  over  its  own  line  the  Chicago  &  North-Westem  Railway 
Company  handles  the  product  of  the  plan  without  charge  for  switching 
with  its  way  freight  engines,  stopping  its  freight  trains  at  that  point 
to  assemble  its  cars  in  its  regular  freight  trains. 

When  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  performs  a  purely  switching  service 
by  bringing  the  complainants'  loaded  cars  to  Iowa  Falls  for  the  purpose 
of  transferring  them  for  shipment  from  Iowa  Falls  over  some  other  line  it 
makes  a  switching  charge  of  $5.00  per  car. 

The  question  of  whether  the  handling  of  loaded  cars  a  distance  of 
two  and  one-half  miles  from  the  station  or  yards  of  a  railroad  is  or  is 
not,  strictly  speaking,  a  switching  service  is  not  before  us  for  the  reason 
that  the  defendant  railroad  is  willing  to  so  treat  it  rather  than  apply  the 
five-mile  Iowa  distance  tariff  and  the  sole  question  presented  to  us  is 
whether  $5.00  per  car  is  a  reasonable  charge  for  switching  in  the  case 
presented. 

Under  the  existing  conditiouB  we  cannot  say  that  this  is  unreasonable 
for  the  service  of  securing  orders  to  run  on  a  main  line,  use  an  engine 
and  crew  to  haul  empty  cars  for  loading,  over  a  distance  of  two  and  one- 
half  miles  and  go  after  the  loaded  cars  and  bring  them  to  the  switch 
of  another  road  for  shipment. 

We  find  that  the  defendant  company  makes  the  same  charge  in 
other  cases  for  the  same  service  and  under  similar  conditions. 

Some  question  was  raised  as  to  discrimination  but  no  instances  were 
pointed  out  to  us  where  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  is  guilty  of  dis- 
crimination.   If  any  exists  it  is  practised  by  other  roads. 

For  the  above  reasons  we  deny  the  complainants'  application,  we, 
however  further  purpose  to  investigate  the  question  of  discrimination  by 
railroads  handling  the  complainants'  product  in  carload  lots. 

Dated  September  28,  1907. 
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No.  3326—1907. 

Before  the  Boabd  of  Railboad  Commissionebs  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
The  City  of  Fobt  Dodge,  Iowa, 

11X11,018    CENTa^i.    lUnaoAD    Com-  )■  '*  *?«  .^""t*!-?'  ^*^'«*  *»*  ^<^ 


PANT   AND  The  Minneapolis   & 
Saint  Louis  Railroad  Company. 


Dodffe,    lauxL 


Filed  February  20,  1907. 

Finding  of  the  Commission. 

Pursuant  to  notice  duly  given  to  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  the 
City  of  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  and  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  and 
the  Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis  Railway  Company,  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa  visited  the  premises  at  Fort  Dodge 
where  a  viaduct  is  desired  by  the  city  of  Fort  Dodge  across  the  railroad 
tracks  of  said  companies,  on  September  20,  1907. 

There  were  present  N.  S.  Ketchum,  chairman,  D.  J.  Palmer  and  W. 
L.  Eaton,  members  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners.  The  City 
of  Fort  Dodge  was  represented  by  its  Mayor  and  City  Council.  The  above 
named  railroad  companies  were  represented  by  Hon.  T.  D.  HeaJy,  their 
attorney. 

This  Board  duly  inspected  the  premises  where  the  viaduct  is  desired 
by  the  city,  to-wit:  Third  street.  It  also  examined  the  ordinance  relating 
to  said  proposed  viaduct  and  the  plans  and  specifications  therefor  which 
were  submitted  with  the  application  to  this  Board. 

From  said  inspection  and  examination  and  after  being  duly  advised 
In  the  premises  the  Board  finds  the  following  facts: 

First:  The  City  of  Fort  Dodge  has  a  population  of  seven  thousand  or 
over. 

Second:  Said  city  has  declared  by  a  legally  enacted  ordinance  that 
a  viaduct  over  Third  street  and  across  the  tracks  of  said  railroad  com- 
panies is  necessary  for  the  safety  and  protection  of  the  public,  and  by 
such  ordinance  has  required  the  above  named  railroad  companies  to  erect 
and  construct  a  viaduct  upon  and  along  Third  street  and  over  the  railroad 
tracks  including  the  approaches  thereto  as  is  particularly  provided  by 
said  ordinance. 

Third:  The  plans  and  specifications  for  said  viaduct  have  been  duly 
approved  by  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Fort  Dodge  as  required  by 
law. 

By  reason  of  the  above  finding  of  facts  this  Board  does  hereby  find  and 
determine  that  the  construction  of  said  viaduct  over  Third  street  is 
necessary  for  the  public  safety  and  convenience  and  it  does  hereby  approve 
the  plans  and  specifications  therefor  which  accompany  the  application  of 
the  City  of  Fort  Dodge,  provided,  however,  that  the  above  finding  is  upon 
the  express  condition  that  Third  street  be  absolutely  closed  and  vacated 
under  said  viaduct  and  across  the  tracks  of  said  railway  companies  and 
the  entire  right  of  way  therefor. 

The  above  finding  shall  be  in  full  force  and  effect  only  upon  the  pas- 
sage of  a  duly  enacted  ordinance  for  such  purpose. 


246  THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 

From  a  personal  examination  and  inspection  of  the  entire  premises 
and  the  approaches  thereto  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Board  that  it  is  only 
necessary  to  close  said  street  from  the  beginning  of  the  approach  on  the 
north  side  of  said  tracks  to  the  south  line  of  the  right  of  way  of  the 
Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis  Railway  Company  and  this  Railroad  Ck>m- 
mission  does  not  require  the  closing  of  the  street  south  of  said  lin«  of 
right  of  way. 

Dated  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  this  3d  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1907. 


No.  3327—1^07. 

Fabmeb's  Exchange  Ck>MPANT, 
Charles  City,  Iowa, 
vs. 
Illinois  Cental  Railboad  Compant. 


Site  for  Coal  Sheds, 


Application  filed  July  18,  1907. 

Opinion  or  the  Boabd. 

On  July  18,  1907,  the  Farmer's  Exchange  Company  of  Charles  City, 
Iowa,  made  application  to  this  Board  for  room  on  the  sidetracks  of  the 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  at  Charles  City^  for  coal  sheds. 

On  September  7,  1907,  the  respondent  railroad  company,  through  its 
president,  declined  to  grant  the  prayer  of  applicant's  petition,  giving 
among  other  reasons  therefor  that  their  yards  at  Charles  City  are  very 
crowded  and  that  there  is  not  more  than  enough  room  on  which  to  conduct 
the  company's  business  under  the  present  conditions. 

The  Board  appointed  a  hearing  to  be  held  in  Charles  City  on  the  21st 
day  of  September,  1907.  In  pursuance  of  notice  of  such  hearing  all 
members  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa 
met  on  the  ground  in  controversy  and  viewed  the  same.  Both  parties 
were  represented  and  were  heard  fully  by  the  Board. 

After  viewing  the  premises  in  controversy  and  hearing  all  testimony 
offered  by  the  parties,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Board  that  the  application 
of  the  Farmer's  Exchange  Company  should  be  granted  and  it  is  ordered 
that  about  fifty  feet  of  the  vacant  ground  lying  immediately  west  of  the 
Farmer's  Exchange  Elevator  and  along  the  tracks  of  the  respondent  com- 
pany be  leased  to  the  Farmer's  Exchange  Elevator  Company  for  a  coal 
house  site. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  October  5,  1907. 
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No.  3328—1907. 

Before  the  Boabd  or  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Cedar  Rapids  &  Iowa  City  Rail- 
way &  Light  Company, 

Complainant, 

Chicago.    Rock    Island   &   Pacific  ^  SiiHtching. 
Railway  Company  and  Illinois 
Central  Railroad  Company. 

Defendants.  , 

Complaint  filed  October  17,  1907. 

Order  of  the  Board. 

The  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  met  at 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  on  the  17th  day  of  October,  1907,  for  the  purpose  of 
a  hearing  in  the  above  entitled  case.  The  complainant  appeared  by  W. 
G.  Dows,  president,  and  J.  A.  Reed,  its  attorney;  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
&  Pacific  Railway  Company  by  Carroll  Wright,  its  attorney,  and  General 
Superintendent  C.  H.  Hubbell;  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company, 
by  F.  H.  Bechley,  division  superintendent. 

After  having  fully  heard  all  the  interested  parties,  the  Board  finds 
the  following  facts: 

The  complainant  is  a  public  service  corporation,  furnishing  electric 
light  for  lighting  and  heating,  and  power  purposes  in  the  city  of  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa,  and  furnishing  electricity  for  the  operation  of  a  railroad. 
It  has  a  switch  from  the  Illinois  Central  track  which  was  originally 
partly  built  by  the  complainant  and  partly  by  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad 
Company,  and  a  part  of  such  switch  is  on  the  ground  of  the  complainant. 

For  some  fourteen  years  last  past  by  consent  of  both  parties,  the  Chi- 
cago, Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company  has  switched  cars  of  coal 
over  a  portion  of  the  Ilinois  Central  Railroad  and  over  the  above  switch 
to  the  complainant. 

The  defendant  Rock  Island  Railway  Company  claims  there  has  b^en 
a  contract  in  force  which  permitted  such  switching  to  be  done.  It  appears 
that  a  controversy  has  arisen  between  such  railway  companies  as  to 
whether  such  contract  is  still  in  force. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  this  Commisson  that  it  has  no  power  to  deter- 
mine this  question. 

As  a  result  of  this  controversy  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company 
has  locked  its  switch  and  refuses  to  permit  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft 
Pacfic  Railway  Company  to  switch  cars  of  coal  to  complainant's  plant  as 
It  has  done  heretofore.  Said  defendant  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Com- 
pany announces  its  readiness  to  switch  cars  of  coal  to  complainant's  plant 
whenever  it  is  brought  to  its  track  by  the  defendant  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
ft  Pacfic  Railway  Company,  which  company  refuses  to  tender  such  cars 
of  coal  to  be  switched  by  said  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  to 
complainant's  plant.  The  result  of  this  controversy  is  that  the  complain- 
ant has  been  and  is  suffering  great  injury  and  detriment  in  failing  to  get 
necessary  coal  for  its  use. 
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After  hearing  the  argument  of  the  parties  Interested  in  the  premises, 
this  Board  orders  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Ck)mpan7 
and  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company,  and  each  of  them,  to  continue 
to  furnish  coal  in  carload  lots  to  the  complainant  In  the  same  manner 
In  which  said  railroads  have  furnished  said  coal  for  the  past  fourteen 
years,  until  all  questions  relating  to  the  validity  of  said  contract  and 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  same  Is  In  full  force  and  effect  at  this  time, 
have  been  adjudicated  by  some  tribunal  of  competent  Jurisdiction  to 
determine  the  same. 

It  further  appears  from  said  hearing  that  the  said  Illinois  Central 
Railroad  Company  has  received  for  the  use  of  its  tracks  for  the  past  four- 
teen years,  forty  (40)  cents  per  carload  for  coal  shipped  over  its  line 
to  the  complainant's  plant,  and  It  appears  further  that  $2.00  per  car  Is 
the  ordinary  switching  charge  at  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

It  Is  therefore  further  ordered  that  in  case  said  contract  should  be 
abrogated  or  annulled  by  a  court  of  competent  Jurisdiction,  that  the  said 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  shall  receive  from  complainant  or  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  one  dollar  and  sixty 
cents  as  a  switching  charge  in  addition  to  said  forty  (40)  cents  per  car. 

This  order  is  made  upon  condition  that  the  complainant  and  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  agree  to  pay  said  de- 
fendant, the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company,  said  additional  compen- 
sation accruing  after  the  date  fixed  by  the  court  as  the  time  when  said 
contract  was  abrogated. 

Dated,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa.  October  17,  1907. 


No.  3329—1907. 

Before  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Mason  City  &  Fort  Dodge  Railroad 
Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  in  Bremer  county, 
Iowa. 

In  the  matter  of  the  petition  of  the  Mason  City  &  Fort  Dodge  Railroad 
Company  for  permission  to  condemn  certain  lands  as  provided  by  section 
1998  of  the  Code  of  Iowa,  in  Bremer  county,  Iowa,  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa  do  hereby  certify  that  upon  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Mason  City  &  Fort  Dodge  Railroad  Company  to  the  Board 
stating  the  desire  of  said  company  to  condemn  the  lands  hereinafter  more 
particularly  described  for  the  use  of  said  company,  the  Commissioners 
proceeded  in  conformity  with  law  to  examine  into  the  matter  of  said 
application,  and  do  hereby  certify  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Railroad  Commissioners  the  additional  lands  described  in  said  application 
are  necessary  for  the  use  of  such  railroad  company,  to-wit: 

All  that  part  of  the  north  three-fourths  of  the  west  half  of  the  north- 
east one-fourth  of  the  northeast  one-fourth  of  section  seventeen,  township 
ninety-one  north  range  thirteen  west,  Bremer  county.  Iowa,  which  lies 
north  of  a  line  drawn  from  a  point  in  the  east  line  of  said  tract  ten  and 
three-tenths  feet  south  of  the  north  line  of  said  section  seventeen  westerly 
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In  a  straight  line  to  a  point  in  the  west  line  of  said  tract  seventy-three 
and  seven-tenths  feet  south  of  the  north  line  of  said  section  seventeen,  and 
containing  six  hundred  and  thirty-seven  thousandths  of  one  acre  more 
or  less. 

In  witness  whereof  this  Board  has  caused  this  certificate  to  be  executed 
and  duly  signed  and  attested  by  its  secretary,  with  the  instruction  that 
the  same  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  Bremer  county, 
Iowa. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  November  8,  1907. 


No.  3330—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Te,  That  the  interlocking  device,  with  its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  and  the 
Fort  Dodge,  Des  Moines  &  Southern  Railway  Companies,  at  or  near  Ankeny 
Station,  Iowa,  having  been  duly  Inspected  and  examined  under  authority  of  the 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  as  provided  by  law, 
and  having  been  found  suitable  and  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  such  device. 

Now,  Therefore,  It  is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  is  now 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
conipanies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission ;  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to- wit : 

Firat.^Seiid  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  in  first-class  working  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  its  efficient  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  in  use  under  this  permit. 

Second.— KsLch  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proeeed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  ''Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  in  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 

Third. — No  change  shall  be  made  In  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of  its 
parts,  nor  in  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  in  the  manner  of  operating 
the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and,  in  case  of  any  such 
change  without  such  approval  having  first  been  obtained,  the  authority  hereby 
conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  Witness  Whereof,  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Chairman  and  at- 
tested by  its  Secretary,  this  8th  day  of  May,  1907. 


No.  3331—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Yb,  That  the  Interlocking  device,  with  Its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago.  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company  and  the  Chicago  &  North-Westem  Railway  Company,  at  or 
near  Camforth  Station,  Iowa,  having  been  duly  inspected  and  examined  under 
authority  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  as  pro- 
vided by  law,  and  having  been  found  suitable  and  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of 
such  device. 
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Now«  Tmbreforb,  It  is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  Interlocklnsr  device  be, 
and  the  same  Is,  hereby  approved  hi  manner  and  form  as  the  same  Is  now 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crosslngr  without  stopplnfr.  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission ;  subject,  however,  to  the  foUowlnfr  conditions, 
to- wit : 

First.— Ssiid  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  In  first-class  worklngr  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  Its  efficient  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  &b 
it  shall  be  In  use  under  this  i>ermlt 

Second.— Elsich  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  In  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 

Third.— No  change  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,   or  any  of 

its  parts,   nor  In   the   mechanical   construction   thereof,   nor  in   the   manner   of 

oi>eratlng  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and.  In  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  first   been   obtained,   the  authority 

hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  Witness  Whshbof^  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 

State   of  Iowa  has  caused  these   presents  to   be  signed  by  its   Chairman  and 

attested  by  its  Secretary,  this  9th  day  of  liay,  1907. 


No.  3332—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Ye,  That  the  interlocking  device,  with  its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company  {uid  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  Railway  Company, 
at  or  near  Culver  Station,  Iowa,  having  been  duly  inspected  and  examined 
under  authority  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa, 
as  provided  by  law,  and  having  been  found  suitable  and  sufilclent  for  the 
purposes  of  such  device, 

Now,  Therefore,  It  Is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  Is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  Is  now 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission ;  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to- wit : 

First.— Said  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  in  first-class  working  order  and  In  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  its  efllclent  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  in  use  under  this  permit 

Second.— Ka.ch  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control,'* 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  In  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 

Third.— No  change  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of 
Its  parts,  nor  in  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  in  the  manner  of 
operating  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and,  in  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  first  been  obtained,  the  authority 
hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  Witness  Whereof,  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Clialrman  and 
attested  by  its  Secretary,  this  3d  day  of  June,  1907. 
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No.  3333—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Yb,  That  the  interlockincr  device,  with  Its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company, 
Chicago,   Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company  and   the  Des  Moines,   Iowa 

Falls  ft  Northern  Railway  Compcmy,  at  or  near  Iowa  Falls  Station,  Iowa,  hav- 
ing been  duly  inspected  and  examined  under  authority  of  the  Board  of  Railroad 

Commissioners  of   the   State   of  Iowa,   as   provided   by   law,    and   having   been 

found  suitable  and  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  such  device, 

Now,  Thereporb,  It  is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  is  now 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission;  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to-wlt^ 

First.— 8al6.  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  Inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  in  first-class  working  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  its  efliclent  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  In  use  under  this  permit 

£recond.— Each  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  in  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 

Third,— No  change  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of 
its  parts,  nor  in  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  in  the  manner  of 
operating  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and,  in  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  first  been  obtained,  the  authority 
hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  Witnbsb  Whereof^  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Chairman  and 
attested  by  its  Secretary,  this  8th  day  of  July,  1907. 


No.  3334—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Ye,  That  the  interlocking  device,  with  its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago,  Great  Western  Railway 
Company,  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  Railway  Company  and  the 
Bianchester  ft  Oneida  Railway  Company,  at  or  near  Oneida  Station,  Iowa,  hav- 
ing been  duly  Inspected  and  examined  under  authority  of  the  Board  of  Rail- 
road Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  as  provided  by  law,  and  having  been 
found  suitable  and  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  such  device. 

Now,  Therefore,  It  is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  Is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  is  now 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission ;  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to-wlt : 

First.— S&id  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  Inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  in  first-class  working  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  its  efficient  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  in  use  under  this  permit 

Second.— Ksich  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  in  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 
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Third.— i^o  chancre  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of 
its  parts,  nor  In  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  In  the  manner  of 
operating  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission :  and.  in  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  flrst  been  obtained,  the  authority 
hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  Witness  Whereof^  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Chairman  and 
attested  by  its  Secretary,  this  5th  day  of  August,   1907. 


No.  3335—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Ye,  That  the  interlocking  device,  with  Its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago  ft  North-Westem  Railway 
Company  with  Its  own  tracks,  at  or  near  Boone  Station,  having  been  duly 
inspected  and  examined  under  authority  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners of  the  State  of  Iowa,  as  provided  by  law,  and  having  been  found 
suitable  and  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  such  device, 

Now,  Therefore,  It  is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  is  qow 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission ;  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to-wit : 

First.— Said  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  in  flrst-class  working  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  Its  efficient  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  in  use  under  this  permit 

Second.— Each  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  in  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 

Third.— No  change  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of 
its  parts,  nor  in  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  in  the  manner  of 
operating  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and,  in  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  first  been  obtained,  the  authority 
hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  Witness  Whereof,  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Chairman  and 
attested  by  its  Secretary,  this  30th  day  of  August,  1907. 


No.  3336—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Ye,  That  the  Interlocking  device,  with  its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago  Great  Western  Railway 
Company  and  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  at  or  near 
Clarion  Station,  Iowa,  having  been  duly  Inspected  and  examined  under  authority 
of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  as  provided  by 
law,  and  having  been  found  suitable  and  sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  such 
device. 

Now,  Therefore,  It  Is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  Is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  is  now 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission ;  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to-wit ; 
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First.— Said  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  in  first-class  working  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  its  efficient  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  in  use  under  this  permit 

Second,— Ksich  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  in  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 

Third.— "So  change  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of 
its  parts,  nor  In  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  in  the  manner  of 
operating  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and,  in  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  first  been  obtained,  the  authority 
hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  WiTNiss  Whereof,  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Chairman  and 
attested  by  its  Secretary,  this  2d  day  of  September,  1907. 


No.  3337—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Yb^  That  the  interlocking  device,  with  its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago  A  North- Western  Railway 
Company  and  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  Saint  Paul  Railway  Company,  at  or 
near  Tama  Station,  Iowa,  having  been  duly  inspected  and  examined  under 
authority  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  as 
provided  by  law,  and  having  been  found  suitable  and  sufficient  for  the  purposes 
of  such  device. 

Now,  Therefore,  It  is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  Interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  is  now 
constructed,  .and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission';  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to-wit : 

First.— Sedd  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  in  first-class  working  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  its  efficient  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  in  use  under  this  permit 

Second.— Each  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  in  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 

Third.— i^o  change  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of 
its  parts,  nor  in  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  In  the  manner  of 
operating  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and,  in  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  first  been  obtained,  the  authority 
hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  Witness  Whereof,  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Chairman  and 
attested  by  its  Secretary,  this  6th  day  of  September,  1907. 
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No.  3338—1907. 

To  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Yb,  That  the  interlocking  device,  with  its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Fort  Dodge»  Des  Moines  ft 
Southern  Railroad  Company  and  the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway  Com- 
pany, at  or  near  Harcourt  Station,  Iowa,  having  been  duly  inspected  and 
examined  under  authority  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State 
of  Iowa,  as  provided  by  law,  and  having  been  found  suitable  and  sufficient  for 
the  purposes  of  such  device, 

Now,  Thbreforb,  It  is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  is  now 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission ;  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to-wit : 

First.— Sa.ld  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  in  flrst-class  working  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  its  efficient  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  in  use  under  this  permit 

Second.— "Eajch  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  plgnal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  powiBr  at  com- 
mand, and  in  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 

Third.— No  change  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of 
its  parts,  nor  in  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  in  the  manner  of 
operating  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and,  in  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  first  been  obtained,  the  authority 
hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  WrrNBSB  Wmbrsof,  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Chairman  and 
atte^ted  by  its  Secretary,  this  21st  day  of  October,   1907. 


No.  3339—1907. 

iTo  All  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Know  Yb,  That  the  interlocking  device,  with  its  various  parts  and  appliances, 
situated  at  the  crossings  of  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 
Railway  Company  and  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  Railway  Company,  at 
or  near  CenterviUe  Station,  Iowa,  having  been  duly  inspected  and  examined 
under  authority  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa, 
as  provided  by  law,  and  having  been  found  suitable  and  sufficient  for  the  purposes 
of  such  device, 

Now,  Thereforb,  It  Is  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  interlocking  device  be, 
and  the  same  is,  hereby  approved  in  manner  and  form  as  the  same  is  now 
constructed,  and  these  presents  shall  authorize  the  above-mentioned  railroad 
companies,  and  each  of  them,  to  run  said  crossing  without  stopping,  until  the 
further  order  of  this  Commission ;  subject,  however,  to  the  following  conditions, 
to-wit : 

First.— Said  companies  shall  cause  said  device  to  be  frequently  inspected,  and 
shall  keep  the  same  In  flrst-class  working  order  and  in  good  repair,  and  shall 
provide  for  its  efficient  operation  by  a  competent  person  or  persons,  so  long  as 
it  shall  be  in  use  under  this  permit 

8econd.—Ka.ch  engine  and  train  shall  be  brought  under  control  after  passing 
distance  signal  and  shall  proceed  under  control  over  said  crossing.  "Control," 
as  here  used,  means  speed  of  train  must  be  governed  by  brake  power  at  com- 
mand, and  in  no  case  exceed  the  power  of  the  trainmen  to  readily  stop  train 
within  safe  distance  should  danger  appear  between  distance  signal  and  crossing, 
or  at  crossing. 
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Third,— No  change  shall  be  made  in  the  location  of  said  device,  or  any  of 
its  parts,  nor  in  the  mechanical  construction  thereof,  nor  in  the  manner  of 
operating  the  same,  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission ;  and,  in  case  of  any 
such  change  without  such  approval  having  first  been  obtained,  the  authority 
hereby  conferred  shall  at  once  cease. 

In  Witness  Whereof,  The  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  has  caused  these  presents  to  be  signed  by  its  Chairman  and 
attested  by  its  Secretary,  this  1st  day  of  November,  1907. 


No.  3340—1907. 

In  the  Mattes  of  Amendment  No.  4  to  Iowa  Classification  No.  13. 

On  November  23,  1906,  the  Board  fixed  Thursday,  December  20,  1906, 
for  classification  hearing.  Notice  as  provided  by  law  was  published.  On 
December  20,  1906,  the  Board  met  pursuant  to  notice  to  consider  classi- 
fication matters.  Upon  request  of  the  railway  companies  to  have  post- 
ponment  of  hearing  on  account  of  other  rate  hearings  in  which  Iowa 
railroads  were  interested,  the  Board  postponed  the  hearing  until  Thurs- 
day, December  27,  1906,  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

On  December  27,  1906,  the  Commissioners  met  pursuant  to  adjourn- 
ment to  hear  all  classification  matters  that  had  been  presented  to  them. 
The  following  persons  represented  the  Interests  as  noted: 

C.  M.  Gould,  Mississippi  Box  Company,  and  the  Roach-Musser  Sash  and 
Door  Company; 

Carl  Weinrlch,  Burlington  Vinegar  and  Pickle  Works; 

R  E.  Samis  and  F.  L.  Cannon,  Racine  Sattley  Company ; 

A.  W.  Wilkinson,  G.  Thomburg  and  F.  A.  Leighton,  Beatrice  Creamery 
Company ; 

Reed  ft  Reed,  Attorneys,  Green  Furnace  Company; 

Theodore  Drake,  manure  interests ; 

F.  J.  Shubert  and  A.  W»  Eberhart,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway 
Company ; 

H.  E.  Plerpont,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  and  E.  C.  Nettels,  District 
Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  Railway  Company; 

H.  F.  Marsh.  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  W.  R.  Sterrett,  Agent,  M.  J. 
Hannam,  Agent,  Iowa  Central  and  the  Minneapolis  ft  Saint  Louis  Railway 
Companies. 

F.  P.  Eyman,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  and  L.  F.  Berry,  General 
Agent,  Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway  Company; 

W.  R.  Bascom,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  Illinois  Central  Railroad 
Company ; 

W.  R.  Hill,  District  Freight  and  Passenger  Agent,  Chicago,  Burlington  ft 
Quincy  Railway; 

E.  E.  Watson,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  and  R.  A.  Belding,  Claims 
Agent,   Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Company ; 
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The  Board  took  up  the  matters  referred  to  in  the  notice  and  gave  the 
parties  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  thereon.  The  Items  referred  to  are  as 
follows: 


o 

w 


15 


a 


17i 


u 

64 

31 

30 

49 

49i 

SO 

29 

54 

47 

lid 

«,  7, 

ft    8 

Article 


(Boxes)    Wooden,  nested,  three  In  nest 

Afin.  wt.  cars  under  40  ft.  In  lenartb,  20,000  lbs. 
Min.  wt.  cars  40  ft.  In  lenflrth  or  under,  24,000  lbs. 
Burial  Vaults,  cement,  C.  L.,  rating  desired 
Manure  for  fertilizer,  special  rate,  asked  for 
Include  ''gunny  cloth  or  Durlap." 
Hay,    rate    to    be    considered.     This    item    was 

passed  from  hearing  of  September  6,  1900 
Iron  Sash  weights  

Wagons,  common  farm,  rate  on  to  be  considered; 
passed  from  hearing  September  5,  1906 


•J 


•J 


On  January  3,  1907,  the  Board  considered  matters  presented  to  it  for 
classifying.  The  subject  of  wooden  boxes,  nested,  shipped  three  in  a 
nest,  was  passed  for  further  consideration  and  investigation  as  was  also 
the  subject  of  Common  Farm  Wagons.  No  one  appearing  at  the  hearing 
on  December  27,  1906,  in  the  matter  of  Hay  Rates  and  Special  Concentrat- 
ing Rates  on  Poultry,  no  action  was  taken  on  those  subjects. 

The  following  Amendment  was  ordered  to  be  prepared,  printed  and 
published  as  by  law  provided: 

Board  of  Railroao  Commissioners^  State  op  Iowa. 

Amendment  No.  ^,  to  Iowa  Classification  No.  IS. 

Dated   January    3,    1907.  Effective    January    21,    1907. 


Article 

• 

•J 

• 

• 

•J 

&< 

^4 

• 

^ 

u 

16 

63i 

Burial  Vaults,  cement,  K.  D.  crated.— 

8 

6 

Soft  Coal 

Si 

4Si 

Manure.  C.  L.  Min.  Wt.  20.000  lbs — 

(lump) 
rates 

40 

40i 
47 

Include   "BurlaD   and   sunny  cloth** 

54 

Sash  Weifftats: 

64 

48 

N.  O.  S 

*  \ 

D 

64 

49 

Strung  on  cord  or  In  barrels  or  boxes 

5    1 

85 

8 

Note  sbouM  read: 

"ProvisionB    for   Roofing   will    not    apply    on 
paints  used  In  connection  with  the  same,  Rolls 
of  prepared  Roofing,  containing  Liquid  Cement, 
Tin  Roofing,   Caps  and   Nails  sufficient  to  lay 
the  rolls,  may  be  carried  at  Roofing  rates." 

08 

58 

Stationery: 

Note— Articles  listed  under  "Stationery"  may 
be   shipped   with   paper  and   paper   articles   in 
mixed    packages,    less    than    carloads,    boxed, 
Second  Class. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  January  3,  1907.  Dwight  N.  Lewis,  Secretary. 
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No.  3341—1907. 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  No.  5  to  Classification  No.  13,  also  with 

Reference  to  Rates. 
On  January  7,  1907,  the  Board  issued  the  following  notice: 

STATE  OF  IOWA. 

Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

Notice  of  Change  and  Revision  of  Railroad  Commiaaionera'  Rates  and  Olassifloa^ 

tUm, 

To  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State 
of  Iowa,  win  on  Thursday,  February  7,  1907,  at  10  o'clock  A.M.,  meet  at  its 
office  In  Des  Moines,  for  the  purpose  of  making  such  changes  or  revision  In  its 
schedules  of  rates  and  classification  of  freights  as  It  may  determine  Just  and 
reasonable,  and  any  and  all  persons  who  may  be  Interested  therein  are  invited 
and  requested  to  appear  before  the  Board  on  that  day. 

Thi  Board  op  RxiiiROAD  Commisbionbrb, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  January  7,  1907.  By  D wight  N.  Lbwis.  Secretary, 

The  Follow  ins  Chances.  Amonc  Others,  Have  Been  Requested: 


V. 
VII. 

17 

57 

47 

48 

28 


37 


48      ao 


68 


26 


Petition  of  the  Corn  Belt  Meat  Producers  As- 
sociation requesting  that  the  Board  revise  Its 
tariffs  on  live  stock,  with  a  special  reference 
to  lower  rates  on  cattle,  including  fat  cattle, 
calves  and  feeders,  for  the  reasons  set  out  in 
the  petition  filed  with  the  Board,  stating  In 
general  that  the  rates  in  other  states  adjoin- 
ing Iowa  and  Interstate  rates  In  same  territory 
with  Iowa,  are  lower. 

The  Burlington  Vinegar  and  Pickle  Works  and 
the  Marshall  Vinegar  Company  request  that 
olives  and  canned  tomatoes  be  Included  In  this 
item. 

Same  firms  request  that  this  item  be  changed 
to  fourth-class  L.  C.  L.,  to  correspond  with 
item  57t  page  17. 

Milk  and  Cream  in  Cans— Complaint  of  the 
Beatrice  Creamery  Company,  Des  Moines, 
against  certain  railway  and  express  companies 
that  the  milk  and  cream  rates  In  Iowa  are  un- 
reasonably high  as  compared  with  the  rates  in 
other  states  granted  by  the  railway  and  ex- 
press companies  and  a  greater  charge  is  made 
than  the  rate  flxe<l  by  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners.  Tlie  allegation  Is  made  that 
Iowa  creameries  are  being  discriminated 
against,  and  the  Board  is  nslced  to  Investigate 
and  make  such  changes  in  the  milk  and  cream 
rates  as  shall  be  fair.  Just  and  equitable. 


Marshalltown  Syrup  ft  Candy  Co.,  Marshall- 
town,  ask  for  a  ruling  that  maple  sugar  sub- 
stitute be  classed   with   sugar   N.  O.  S. 

Request  made  by  Iowa  sash  and  door  factories 
that  this  item  read  as  follows:  "Lumber, 
including  Blocks,  Corner,  Base,  Head  and 
Plinth,  Carpenter  Mouldings,  Casings,  Ceil- 
ings, Door  Jambs  and  Frames,  Door  Screens, 


17 
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Chftn^efl  Beaaeflted— Continaed. 


B 

Article 

•J 

• 
• 

84 

81 

84 
84 

131 

"I 

161 

14  J 

Flooring    (except    wood    carpet).    Porch    Col- 
umna,   Panel  Wainscotting  and  Ceiling,   Win- 
dow    Frames,      Window      Screens,     window 
Stools,    Apron   and   Hoods 

Request  from  the  &rasgrave  Fence  Co.,  of  Des 
Moines,  that  a  le^is  rate  be  made  in  carloads 
on   scrap   or   waste   paper,    alleging  that  the 
Interstate    rate   on    this    commodity    is    lower 
than  in  Iowa  on  equal  distances. 

4 

Lumber 
Bates. 

HI 

3 

"Bequest    that    carload    rating    on    vehicles    be 
changed  to  Class  C,  for  the  reason  that  class 
A    Is   excessive   as    compared    with    Interstate 
rates  and  for  the  service  performed. 

112 

1 

"Request  that  this  item  correspond  to  item  18, 
page  131  of  Western  Classification  No.  41. 

119 

8 

"Request  that  rate  on  common  or  farm  wagons 
he  changed  from  First  to  Third  class  L.  C.  L. 
Poultry;    special  concentrating   rates  asked   for. 

"These  requests  come  to  this  Board  from  Joel  Turney  &  Co..  Fairfield, 
Buerkens  Manufacturing  Co.,  Pella,  Orchard  City  Wagon  Co.,  Burlington,  Fish 
Bros.   Manufacturing  Co.,   Clinton,   Burg  Wagon  Company,   Burlington. 


The  Board  met  pursuant  to  notice  given,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  February 
7,  1907,  for  the  purpose  of  making  such  changes  or  revision  in  Its 
schedules  of  rates  and  classification  of  freights  as  it  may  determine  ju9t 
and  reasonable. 

The  office  of  the  Board  being  too  small  to  accommodate  those  desiring 
to  take  part  in  the  hearing  it  was  changed  to  take  place  in  the  reception 
room  of  the  Governor.  All  the  Commissioners  were  present  with  the 
secretary.  Chairman  Ketchum  announced  that  Commissioner  Eaton  would 
preside  at  the  hearing. 

There  were  present  at  the  hearing  the  following  persons  among  others: 

T.  H.  Simmons,  general  freight  agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 
Railway  Company;  C.  H.  Hubbell,  general  superintendent,  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company;  A.  W.  Eberhart,  division  freight 
agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company;  W.  P..  Brady, 
general  agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company;  I. 
Mitchell,  dairy  agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company; 

P.  S.  Eustis,  passenger  traffic  manager;  E.  R.  Puffer,  assistant  general 
freight  agent;  John  Dewltt,  general  baggage  agent;  W.  D.  Eaton,  at- 
torney; W.  H.  Hill,  division  freight  agent;  W.  cJ.  Wagner,  commercial 
agent,  representing  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  Railroad  Company. 

L.  Jodon,  commercial  agent,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  Northern  Rail- 
way Company. 

E.  E.  Watson,  assistant  general  freight  agent;  A.  G.  Briggs,  general 
attorney,  representing  the  Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Company. 

W.  B.  Keepers,  general  freight  agent,  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 
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F.  P.  Byman,  general  freight  agent;  F.  J.  Allen,  dairy  freight  agent; 
J.  C.  DavlB,  attorney;  L.  F.  Berry,  general  agent,  representing  Chicago  ft 
Northwestern  Railway  Company. 

J.  H.  Hlland,  third  vice  president;  Wm.  Ellis,  attorney,  representing 
the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  and  Saint  Paul  Railway  Company. 

E.  M.  Wentworth,  dairy  agent,  representing  Red  Line. 

H.  F.  Marsh,  general  freight  agent,  representing  Iowa  Central  and 
Minneapolis  ft  Saint  Louis  Railroad  Company. 

F.  G.  McMillan,  general  freight  agent,  representing  the  Wabash  Rail- 
road Company. 

A.  E.  Wilkinson,  secretary;  G.  Thornburg,  traffic  manager;  F.  A. 
Leighton,  manager,  and  Tom  Allen,  attorney,  representing  the  Beatrice 
Creamery  Company. 

Ed.  Holm,  representing  the  Hanford  Produce  Company  of  Sioux  City. 

H.  R.  Wright,  state  dairy  and  food  commissioner,  representing  Iowa 
dairy  interests. 

J.  D.  Ludlow,  traffic  manager;  R.  M.  Highley,  agent,  representing  the 
Wells,  Fargo  ft  Company  Express. 

G.  Propst,  route  agent;  B.  F.  Stratton,  agent,  representing  the  Adams 
Express  Company. 

Robt.  E.  M.  Couye,  assistant  general  manager;  W.  C.  Morgan,  general 
agent,  representing  American  Express  Company. 

Clifford  Thome,  attorney;  A.  Sykes,  president;  H.  C.  Wallace,  secre- 
tary, representing  the  Corn  Belt  Meat  Producers  Association. 

The  Commissioners  called  up  the  application  of  the  Com  Belt  Meat 
Producers  Association  for  a  revision  of  the  tariff  on  live  stock  within 
the  State  of  Iowa.  Clifford  Thome,  attorney,  representing  the  Corn  Belt 
Meat  Producers  Association  introduced  witnesses  on  behalf  of  the  Appli- 
cant and  then  rested  his  case  with  the  understanding  that  he  be  permitted 
to  Introduce  further  testimony  after  the  railway  companies  had  presented 
their  side  of  the  case.  Mr.  J.  C.  Davis,  attorney,  representing  the  railway 
companies  suggested  to  the  Board  that  they  be  given  time  in  which  to 
analyze  the  documentary  testimony  filed  by  the  Corn  Belt  Meat  Producers 
Association,  and  such  time  was  granted. 

After  consultation  by  the  Board  Commissioner  Eaton  made  announce- 
ment as  follows: 

"Gentlemen:  The  Commissioners  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  request 
"of  the  railway  companies  for  time  Is  a  reasonable  one;  but  while  you 
"are  all  together  we  have  arrived  at  another  conclusion  which  the  Com- 
"misslon  ask  me  to  state  to  you.  This  investigation  today  has  developed 
"the  fact  that  while  there  has  been,  and  to  our  knowledge,  a  great  many 
revisions  of  the  classifications  in  the  past  years  there  has  not  been  any 
general  revision  of  the  schedules  and  classifications  in  Iowa  for  a  good 
many  years.  There  seems  to  be  a  public  demand  for  something  of  that 
kind.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
careful,  scientific  and  complete  investigation  and  revision  of  the  whole 
subject  of  freight  rates  in  Iowa  and  while  the  Commission  dislikes  the 
burden,  yet  It  feels  in  honor  bound  to  take  up  that  burden. 

"We  do  not  want  any  misunderstanding  either  on  the  part  of  the 
"shippers  of  Iowa  or  the  railroads  of  Iowa.    This  Commission  believes  it 
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"occupies  a  sort  of  position  between  the  public  and  the  railroads;  that  Its 
"functions  are  largely  judicial  and  it  will  ask  from  the  hands  of  the 
"shippers  and  the  people  and  the  railroads  every  possible  piece  of  informa- 
"tion  it  can  get  for  the  purpose  of  doing  the  exact  right  to  all  interests. 
"We  do  not  want  the  people  to  understand  that  we  are,  so  to  speak,  'going 
"after  the  railroads/  neither  do  we  want  the  railroads  to  understand 
"that  we  propose  to  do  anything  but  what  is  exactly  right.  We  may  err 
"in  Judgment  but  we  will  give  you  the  best  we  have. 

"This  being  true  it  is  not  a  wise  thing  to  take  these  matters  up  piece- 
"meal.  We  have  burdens  of  our  own.  We  will  begin  this  complete  investi- 
"gation  and  revision  of  freight  schedules  and  classifications  in  Iowa  at 
substantially  the  earliest  possible  moment.  The  law  requires  us  to  give 
a  notice  which  we  will  do.  We  ought  to  confer  with  the  representatives 
of  the  railroads  and  other  interests  in  these  proceedings  so  as  to  make 
"it  convenient  for  them,  because  we  want  their  assistance.  We  want  it  all 
"the  time. 

"We  cannot  announce  at  this  moment  just  when  that  investigation  will 
"begin  but  it  will  be  as  early  as  it  can  be,  considering  the  notice  that 
"we  have  to  give  and  considering  the  interests  of  all  parties  and  which 
"we  intend  very  carefully  to  guafd. 

"This  particular  case  as  now  pending  will,  however,  be  given  the 
"precedence.  It  will  be  the  beginning  of  this  investigation.  Of  course 
"when  this  investigation  is  completed  it  will  be  for  the  entire  schedule. 

"On  behalf  of  the  Commission  I  give  you  all  notice  now,  th^t  the 
"time  that  is  fixed,  after  consulting  all  interests  in  this  case,  this  case 
"will  be  taken  up  first /and  completed.  The  gentlemen  on  the  other 
"side  will  have  ample  opportunity  to  prepare  themselves.  The  members 
"of  the  Ck)m  Belt  Meat  Producers  Association  will  be  given  more  oppor- 
"tunity  for  what  they  must  meet." 

Adjournment  was  then  taken  till  9  o'clock  a.  m.  February  8,  1907. 

On  February  8,  1907,  the  Board  met  pursuant  to  adjournment'  and 
called  up  the  complaint  of  the  Beatrice  Creamery  Company  against  certain 
railroad  and  express  companies,  alleging  that  the  milk  and  cream  rates 
in  Iowa  are  unreasonably  high  as  compared  with  the  rates  in  other  states. 
The  complainant  introduced  testimony  and  Mr.  H.  R.  Wright,  food  and 
dairy  commissioner  for  the  State  of  Iowa,  asked  the  privilege  of  address- 
ing the  Board  upon  the  subject  under  consideration.  The  request  was 
granted  and  Mr.  Wright  made  his  statements,  introducing  letters  and  other 
documentary  testimony  corroborative  thereof.  Mr.  Tom  Allen,  represent- 
ing the  Beatrice  Creamery  Company,  also  made  a  statement  to  the  Board 
witn  reference  to  the  application. 

Commissioner  Eaton  said:  "That  closes  this  hearing.  I  am  directed 
"by  the  Commission  to  make  a  statement  or  two.  There  seems  to  be  three 
"interests  represented  here:  those  of  the  petitioners,  those  of  the  trans- 
"portation  companies  and  those  of  the  various  Iowa  dairy  interests  as 
"represented  by  the  Iowa  Dairy  Commissioner.  And  I  want  to  say  that 
"this  Board  will  protect  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Dairy  against 
any  strictures  made  against  his  appearance  here  in  the  interests  of  the 
creameries  of  Iowa,  and  this  because  the  dairy  interests  of  Iowa  know 
"that  the  Food  and  Dairy  Commissioner  of  Iowa  is  conscientious  and  is 
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"doing  his  duty.    That  the  Dairy  Commiasioner  is  rightfully  here  and  ought 
"to  be  here  I   freely  say. 

"I  am  instructed  at  this  time  to  say  for  the  Board  that  the  Commission 
"finds  that  it  ought  to  deny  plaimtifl's  petition.  The  Board  finds  that  all 
parties  were  legally  notified  and  that  no  Interests  have  been  denied  a 
right  to  be  heard  and  the  Board  have  heard  with  consideration  all  mat- 
ters presented  to  them,  and  so  the  ruling  of  this  Commission  is  to  deny 
"the  petition  at  this  time." 

The  Commmission  called  up  the  application  of  the  Burlington  Vinegar 
and  Pickle  Works  for  a  ruling  that  olives  and. canned  tomatoes  to  be 
Included  in  item  87,  page  17,  that  canned  tomatoes  and  olives  be  included 
in  item  62,  page  17,  that  item  48,  page  47,  be  changed  to  L.  C.  L.  4.  It  was 
suggested  by  the  representatives  of  the  railways  that  canned  tomatoes 
were  already  included  in  that  item  and  they  strongly  objected  to  including 
olives,  olives  not  being  a  domestic  product  The  Conmiissioners  granted 
the  application  as  to  canned  tomatoes. 

The  request  of  the  Marshalltown  Syrup  and  Candy  Company  for  ruling 
with  reference  to  proper  classification  of  maple  sugar  substitute,  was 
passed. 

The  request  of  the  Iowa  Sash  and  Door  Factories  for  a  rearrangement 
of  item  26,  page  63,  was  passed  for  future  consideration  for  the  reason 
that  this  subject  is  still  under  consideration  for  further  Investigation  by 
the  Western  Railway  Association. 

The  request  of  the  Musgrave  Fence  Company  of  Des  M61nes  for  a  less 
r»te  of  scrap  or  waste  paper  in  carloads  was  passed. 

The  application  of  Joel  Tumey  &  Company  et  al.  that  the  carload  rate 
on  vehicles  be  changed  to  class  C,  was  withdrawn  for  the  present.  The 
request  that  item  1,  page  112,  be  made  to  conform  to  item  13  and  14,  page 
131  of  Western  Classification  No.  41,  was  granted.  The  request  that  the 
rate  on  common  or  farm  wagons  be  changed  from  1st  to  3d  class,  was 
granted,  there  being  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  railroads.  The  order 
was  also  made  that  item  67,  page  115,  wagon  beds,  be  changed  to  L.  C.  L.  3. 

The  application  of  the  B.  J.  Ingwerson  Manufacturing  Company  that 
a  carload  rate  of  A  be  made  to  apply  on  feed  troughs,  folded,  was  granted. 

The  request  of  the  Des  Moines  Sand  Company  that  the  same  rate  be 
made  to  apply  on  gravel  as  on  sand,  was  granted,  namely:  C.  L.  soft  coal 
(slack)  rates. 

The  request  of  the  Freight  Bureau  of  Des  Moines,  that  class  4,  L.  C.  L.» 
and  class  E,  C.  L.,  be  made  to  apply  on  evaporated  tank  water  in  barrels 
and  iron  receivers,  glue  scrap  and  bones,  dry  or  green,  was  granted. 

A  paper  was  presented  by  the  Freight  Bureau  of  Des  Moines  asking 
that  the  Iowa  Board  include  In  its  classification  the  reductions  made  by 
the  Western  Classification  Committee  to  the  Western  Classification,  taking 
effect  April  1,  1907.  The  railway  companies  present  made  no  objection 
to  this  application  and  it  was  granted  by  the  Board. 

The  Commissioners  thereupon  adjourned  the  hearing  and  directed  that 
notice  be  published  according  to  law,  fixing  date  for  hearing  on  general 
revision  of  rates  and  classification  for  March  12,  1907,  10  o'clock  a.  m., 
the  live  stock  hearing  to  be  continued  on  March  6,  1907. 
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The  Board  ordered  that  Amendment  be  issued  embodying  the  changes 
agreed  upon,  to  be  known  as  Amendment  No.  5  to  Iowa  Classification 
No.  13,  to  take  effect  March  1,  1907,  and  notice  thereof  be  published  accord- 
ing to  law. 

Amendment  No.  5  w&s  Issued  as  follows: 

Board  or  Railroad  Commisbionbrs,  Statb  of  Iowa. 

Amendment  No,  5,  to  Iowa  CUieaification  No.  IS. 
Dated   February   8,    1907.  Effective  liarch   1,    1907. 
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Boxes »  wooden,  nested,  three  In  a  nest,  mln.  wt. 
90,000  lbs.  cars  under  40  ft.  inside  measure- 
ment, 81,000  lbs.  cars  40  ft.   and  over 

Include  Canned   Tomatoes 

Buttermilk,   fresh.   In  barrels 

Feed    Troughs — 

Gravel  

Canceled    

Evaporated  Tank  Water,  in  barrels  or  iron  re- 
ceivers; Glue  Scrap  and  Bones,  dry  or  green.. 

Trucks,  Farm,  without  boxes,  K.  D.  in  pieces.. 

Wagons,  Common  or  Farm,  with  or  without 
boxes,  K.  D.  In  pieces,  and  Wagon  Boxes, 
actual  weight  

Wagon   Beds,    K.    D.    In   bundles ~ 


8 
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8 
8 


Soft    Coal 
(slack) 
rates. 
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By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
Des  Moines  Iowa,  February  8,  1907.  Dwiqht  N.  Lbwis^  Becretary. 

No.  3342—1907. 

In  the  Matteb  op  Amendment  No.   6  to  Iowa  Classifioation  No.  13. 

On  July  12,  1907,  after  many  hearings  had  been  had  involving  the 
subject,  the  Board  adopted  a  rule  amendatory  to  rule  5,  page  2,  of  Iowa 
Classification  No.  13,  and  published  the  same  as  Amendment  No.  6  to  Iowa 
Classification  No.  13,  dated  July  12,  1907,  effective  August  1,  1907,  which 
amendment  follows: 


Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners^  State  of  Iowa. 

Amendment  No.  6  to  Iowa  CUueification  No.  IS. 

Dated  July  12,  1907.  Effective  August  1,   1907. 


PAGE  2,  RULE  6: 

A.    Unless   specifically    provided   for   in   the   Classification 
or  by  amendment  will  a  car  load  be  considered  less  than  20,000 

{>ounds  on  freight  rated  in  carloads  third  class  or  higher,  and 
ess  than  80,000  pounds  on  freight  rated  in  car  loads  lower  than 
third  class,  except  that  the  minimum  car  load  weight  on  ship- 
ments in  tank  cars  shall  be  the  full  capacity  of  tank.  Provisions 
for  car  load  ratings  shown  in  the  Classification  will  apply 
onlv  upon  shipments  received  in  one  day  from  one  consignor, 
under  one  bill  of  lading,  and  delivered  under  one  expense  bill 
to  one  consignee.  Car  Toad  rates  are  not  applicable  on  freight 
consigned  to  railroad  agents.  This  rule  also  applies  to  com- 
modities named  in  rate  schedules.  (See  page  5  for  minimum 
weights   on   live  stock.) 


Maximum    and 

minimum 
C.    L.    weights 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS  26A 


B.    Minimum  weights  provided  in  Classification  will  apply  Minimum 

on    all    sizes    of   cars,    except    that   premium   and    deduction      weights  on  light 
charges  will  be  applied  to  light  and  bulky  articles  designated  and   bulky 

by  note,  whether  loaded  in  box  cars  or  on  open  cars.  freight 

Upon  such  light  and  bulky  articles,  the  standard  car  will 
be  80  feet,  inside  measurement,  8  per  cent  per  foot  to  be 
added  for  each  foot  in  excess  of  86  feet;  and  3  per  cent  per 
foot  to  be  deducted  for  each  foot  less  than  86  feet,  with  a 
minimum  of  01  per  cent,  all  percentages  to  be  based  on  Inside 
dimensions.  In  applying  premium  and  deduction  charges 
fractions  of  a  foot  six  inches  or  less  to  be  disregarded. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  July  12,  1907.  Dwioht  N.  Lbwis^  Secretary. 


No.  3343—1907. 

In  the  Mattieb  of  Amendment  No.  7  to  Iowa  Classification  No.  13. 
On  account  of  a  misunderstanding  with  reference  to  the  minimum 
charge  applying  in  Iowa  on  single  line  shipments  and  the  proper  reading 
of  item  19,  page  117,  Iowa  Classiflcation  No.  13,  the  Board  Issued  Amend- 
ment No.  7  as  follows: 

Board  of  Railroad  Commibbionbrs^  State  or  Iowa. 

Amendment  No,  7,  to  Iowa  Claseiflcation  No.  15. 

Dated  August  1,  1907.  Bffective  August  1,  1907. 

Ruling:  The  minimum  charge  of  forty  (40)  cents  provided  by  this  Board 
for  Joint  shipments  will  In  nowise  affect  the  minimum  charge  to  be  applied 
upon  shipments  upon  a  single  line  of  railway,  which  shall  remain  at  twenty- 
five  (25)   cents. 

Ruling:  Item  19,  page  117,  should  read:  "Wagon  dumps,  EI.  D.  in  bundles." 
L.  C.  L.  8. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  August  1,  1907.  Dwioht  N.  Lewis,  Secretary. 


No.  3344--1907. 

In  the  Mattes  of  Amendment  No.   8  to  Iowa  Classification  No.  13. 

The  Board  on  September  4,  1907,  promulgated  Amendment  No.  8  to 
Iowa  Classification  No.  13,  providing  minimum  weight  for  carloads  of 
lime,  plaster,  stucco,  flour,  and  other  mill  stuffs.  Exception  to  Rule  5, 
as  follows: 

Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  Statb  of  Iowa. 

Amendment  No.  8,  to  Iowa  CUueiflcation  No.  13. 

Dated   September  4,   1907.  Effective  September   28,   1907. 

MINIMUM  WEIGHT  C.  L.  LIME.  PLASTER,  STUCCO,  PLOUH  AND  OTHER 

MILLSTUFFS. 

Exception  to  Rule  5  aa  amended  by  Amendment  No.  6,  effectifoe  August  1,  1907. 

The   minimum   weight  of  a  car   load   of   Lime,   Plaster,    Stucco,   Flour  and 

other  Millstuffs  will   be   24,000   poimds,    34-foot   car   inside  measurement   being 
tal^n  as  a  standard.     Minimum  weight  of  cars  of  other  lenerthe  will  increase 

or  decrease  three  per  cent  per  foot  or  fraction  thereof. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  September  4,  1907.  Dwioht  N.  Lbwis,  Secretary. 


No.  3345—1907. 

In  the  Matteb  op  Amendment  No.  9  to  Iowa  Culssification  No.  13. 

On  September  17,  1907,  the  Board  Issued  legal  notice  for  a  hearing  on 
Classification  and  Rate  matters  as  per  the  following: 
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Upon  the  date  named,  viz.  October  17,  1907,  the  Board  met  and  ad- 
journed the  hearing  until  October  24th  upon  request  of  the  railroad 
companies.  On  October  24th  all  the  Commissioners  were  present  and 
heard  all  those  who  appeared  before  them  on  that  day  with  reference 
to  all  the  items  that  were  called  up.  It  was  found,  however,  that  all 
cases  could  not  be  taken  care  of  properly  upon  this  date  and  the  hearing 
adjourned  until  November  5th,  6th  and  7th  at  which  time  the  hearing 
was  completed. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing  the  Board  took  the  following  action: 
Rule  applying  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules  to  Iowa  business  was  adopted 
This  rule  rdads  as  follows: 

Rule:  Applying  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules  Circular  on  sMpments,  locally 
within  Iowa: 

In  all  cases  where  the  application  of  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules  Circular 
No.  6,  with  amendments  and  subsequent  issues,  would  make  a  lower  rate  on 
shipments  of  any  commodity  locally  within  Iowa  than  is  provided  for  by  the 
Commissioners'  Schedule  of  Reasonable  Maximum  Rates  or  Classification  of 
Freights,  or  be  of  advantage  to  shippers  in  making  such  local  shipments,  then 
such  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules  Circular  will  govern  on  shipments  locally 
within  the  State  of  Iowa. 

The  Commission  also  ruled  that  upon  brick,  linseed  oil,  agricultural 
implements,  wagons  and  furniture,  such  commodity  rates  should  be  pro- 
mulgated as  would  remove  the  unjust  discrimination  now  existing  against 
Iowa  manufacturers  by  reason  of  the  low  interstate  rates  between  Miss- 
issippi and  Missouri  River  points  across  the  State  of  Iowa. 

With  reference  to  minimum  weights  the  Board  adopted  the  following 
rule: 

Freight  loaded  in  long  cars  where  short  cars  were  ordered. 

Where  cars  of  certain  dimensions  are  ordered  by  shippers  and  railway 
company  is  unable  to  furnish  same,  notation  to  this  effect  will  be  made  on 
way-bills  and  cars  will  be  billed  at  the  minimum  weight  applicable  on  the  size 
car  ordered,  car  36-ft  long  inside  measurement  being  the  minimum  in  such 
cases. 

Also  amendment  No.  8  to  Iowa  Classification  No.  13,  dated  September 
4,  1907,  and  effective  September  23,  1907,  should  be  changed  to  read  as 
follows: 

Exception  to  Rule  5  aa  amended  hy  Amendment  No.  6,  effective  August 
U  1901. 

The  minimum  weight  of  Lime,  Plaster  and  Stucco,  in  straight  or  mixed  car- 
loads, will  be  24.000  lbs. 

The  minimum  weight  of  Flour  and  other  Millstuffs,  in  straight  or  mixed 
carloads,  will  be  24,000  lbs. 

Corn  shellers,  hand  and  power,  K.  D.     Petition  was  granted. 

Waste  paper  stock.  Milling  in  transit  rates  denied,  being  interstate 
and  Board  without  authority. 

Molasses  feed,  etc.    Petition  was  withdrawn. 

Cotton  piece  goods  (shipped  from  the  East).  Board  without  authority 
to  act. 

Chicken  and  turkey  feathers,  in  sacks  or  bales.    Petition  was  granted. 

Flag  poles,  N.  O.  S.,  to  take  the  same  rating  as  telegraph  and  tele- 
phone poles. 
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Spring  bedB,  compressed  in  crates,  and  woven  wire  mattresses,  classi- 
fied the  same  as  Western  Classification,  with  modifications. 

Combined  wire  and  wood  fencing,  fence,  barbed  and  telephone  wire. 

This  item  covered  hy  the  application  of  Western  Trunk  Lines  Rules. 

Maple  sugar  substitute.  The  petition  in  this  case  was  denied  at  this 
time  because  of  no  appearance  of  petitioner. 

Baled  hay,  L.  C.  L.  The  petition  In  this  case  was  denied  because  of  no 
appearance  of  petitioner. 

Coal  prospecting  drill.    Application  denied. 

Petroleum.  Petition  for  additions  to  item.  Ordered  same  to  be  classi- 
fied same  as  Western  Classification  Including  therewith  axle  grease. 

Evaporated  tank  water  in  barrels  or  iron  receivers,  glue  scrap  and 
bones,  dry  or  green.  Petition  for  minimum  weight  of  24,000  pounds  was 
granted. 

Plaster  board.    The  petition  was  denied. 

Refuse  or  waste  mussel  shells.     The  petition  was  denied. 

Eveners,  L.  C.  L.    Ordered  classified  same  as  Western  Classification. 

Parts  of  farm  wagons  and  boxes.    Western  Trunk  Line  Rules  apply. 

Wire  and  fence  wire,  straight  and  mixed  C.  L.,  governed  by  applica- 
tion of  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules. 

Barb  wire.    The  petition  was  granted. 

Neck  yoke  centers  and  end  irons.  Ordered  classified  the  same  as  West- 
em  Classification. 

Settees,  camp  chairs,  tents,  etc.,  governed  by  Western  Trunk  Line 
Rules. 

Empty  barrels  N.  O.  S.  (for  packing  coflFee).  The  petition  was  granted* 
making  weight  30  pounds  however  instead  of  24  pounds. 

Olives  in  bulk  and  in  glass,  etc.  Ordered  classified  the  same  as  West- 
ern Classification. 

Farm  gates,  wood  and  iron,  3d  class  L.  C.  L.    Petition  granted. 

Mine  props  and  fence  posts.    The  petition  was  denied. 

Electric  machinery  and  instruments  returned  for  repairs  governed 
by  the  application  of  the  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules. 

Sheep  rates.  The  Board  ordered  that  ruling  should  be  Issued  that 
sheep  (feeders)  shall  take  75  per  cent  of  the  regular  sheep  rates. 

Rule  14  B  of  Western  CHassiflcatlon  No.  43  to  be  made  applicable  In 
Iowa. 

Loading  In  transit  privileges  for  grain  shippers,  denied  for  the  reason 
that  the  Board  had  no  authority  to  grant  such  rates  on  interstate  ship- 
ments. 

Trimmer  wood  to  be  carried  forward  for  further  hearing. 

The  Conmiissioners  ordered  notice  prepared  and  published  according  to 
law  covering  the  changes  made  by  the  Board  as  herein  stated.  Notice 
was  prepared  and  published  in  accordance  therewith  as  follows: 
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Board  of  JLailroad  Commissionisrs^  Statb  of  Iowa. 

Amendment  No.  9,  to  Iowa  Claaaification  No,  18. 

Dated  November   14,    1907.  Effective   December   1,    1907. 


Commodity  Rate  on  Sheep,  dated  March  29,  1007. 

effective  April  5,  1907,  add  the  foUowi&g: 
Note— Sheep  (feeders)  take  75  per  cent  of  sheep 

rates. 

Add  the  following: 
Rule  laB: 

Unless  otherwise  specified  in  the  Classification 
freight  shipped  in  pulp,  fibre,  or  double  faced 
corrugated  waterproofed  board  packages  (fac- 
ings to  be  of  fibre  board)  will  take  the  ratings 
provided  for  the  same  shipments  In  wooden 
packages    when    meeting    the    following    re- 
quirements: 
Sec.  1.    Pulp  or     fibre    board     packages    con- 
structed   of    three-ply    or    more,    glued    solid 
fibre  or  pulp  board  not  less  than  .060  inch  in 
thickness,  no  single  ply  of  which  Is  less  than 
.014  inch  in  thickness,  aud  the  combined  ply 
having  a  resistance  of  not  less  than  150  lbs. 
to  the  square  inch  (Afullen  Test),  and  gross 
weight  of  package  not  exceeding  50  lbs. 
Sec.   2.    Pulp   or     fibre    board     packages  con- 
structed  of   three-ply    or   more,    glued    solid 
fibre  or  pulp  board  not  less  than  .000  inch  in 
thickness,  no  single  ply  of  which  Is  less  than 
.014  Inch  in  thickness,  and  the  combined  ply 
having  a  resistance  of  not  less  than  176  lbs. 
to  the  square  inch  (Mullen  Test),  and  gross 
weight  of  package  not  exceeding  100  lbs. 
Sec.  8.    Pulp    or    fibre    board    packages    con- 
structed  of   three-ply   or   more,    glued   solid 
fibre  or  pulp  board  not  less  than  .080  inch  in 
thickness,  no  single  ply  of  which  Is  less  than 
.014  Inch  in  thickness,  and  the  combined  ply 
having  a  resistance  of  not  less  than  150  lbs. 
to  the  square  inch  (Mullen  Test),  enclosed  in 
wood  frame  made  of  strips  not  less  than  |xi 
inches,  and  gross  weight  of  package  not  ex- 
ceeding 60  lbs. 
Sec.  4.    Pulp  or    fibre    board    packages    con- 
structed  of   three-ply   or   more,    glued   solid 
fibre  or  pulp  board  not  less  than  .000  inch  in 
thickness,  no  single  ply  of  which  Is  less  than 
.014  inch  in  thickness,  and  the  combined  ply 
having  a  resistance  of  not  less  than  160  lbs. 
to   the   square   inch   (Mullen   Test),   enclosed 
in  wood  frame  of  strips  not  less  than  ixU 
inches,  and  gross  weight  of  package  not  ex- 
ceeding 100  lbs. 
Sec.  6.    Double  faced  corrugated  waterproofed 
board  packages  (facings  to  be  of  fibre  board) , 
gross  weight  of  package  not  exceeding  100  lbs. 
Sec.  6.    All  pulp  or  fibre  board  packages  must 
bear  the  manufacturer's  stamp  showing  speci- 
fications   or   number   of   section   with   wnicb 
the  package  complies,  or  both,  and  all  pack- 
ages not  enclosed  In  wood  frame  to  be  glued 
or  otherwise  securely  fastened  so  that  they 
cannot  be  opened  without  mutilating  or  de- 
stroying the  package,  and  labeled,   stamped 
or  otherwise  marked  so  as  to  correctly  des- 
cribe the  contents,    together  with   the  name 
and   address  of  the  shipper. 
Sec.   7.    All  shipments  not  conforming  to  the 
above  requirements  will  take  one  class  higher 
(greater)    than    In    crates,    except   that   ship- 
ments in  pulp  or  fibre  packages  enclosed  In 
wood    frame    work    not    conforming    to    the 
above  requirements  will  be  ratable  as  crated. 
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Afnendment  No.  9,  to  Iowa  OkiBBiJleation  No.  lS,—Contin%i0d. 


J        ' 

1 

a 

Article 

L.  C. 

■ 

•J 

■ 

7 
17 

96 


78 


81 


115 


118 


38 

29 

84 

13 

86 

12 

38 

10 

14 

66a 
18 


6 


Zl 


21a 
211) 
21c 

47 


Amend  to  read:  "Corn  Shellers,  Hand  or  Power/' 

Olives,  In  fflasa,  tin  or  stone,  boxed  or  in  wood 
(This  item  to  be  incladed  in  braclcet  item  57 
to  66a  Inclnslve.) 

Include  "Coffee  barrels.'* 

Amend  to  read:  "Chicken  and  turkey  feathers,  in 
sacks  or  bales,  compressed." 

Amend  to  read:    "Iron  Gates  and  Attachments 

Including    Posts    and    Timbers,    K.    D.,    and 

Farm    Gates    (wire   and   wood    combined)" 

Amend  to  read:   "(Flag  Poles)  N.  O.  S." 
See  Rules  u  and  12 


Note— Spring  Beds,  compressed  in  crates,  and 
woven  wire  mattresses  may  be  shipped  C.  L., 
minimum  weight  24,000  lbs.    5th  class. 

Amend  to  read:  "Petroleum  (including  Crude 
Petroleum)  and  the  following  Oil  Products: 
Axle  Grease,  Benzine,  Benzole,  Carbon,  Gaso- 
line, Grease,  Kerosene,  Lubricating  Oils, 
Naphtha,  Miner's  Oil,  Fuel  Oil.  Gas  Oil,  Pe- 
troleum Belt  Oil.  Petroleum  Neatsfoot  OH. 
Household  Lubricant.  Petroleum  Hard  Oil 
(Miners'  Sunshine),  Petroleum  Floor  Oil,  Pe- 
troleum Jelly,  Petroleum  Oil  Residuum,  Petro- 
leum Tar,  Wool  Oil,  Transil  Oil.  Petroleum 
Harness  Oil  and  Compound  Lubricating  Oils 
having  Petroleum  base  but  exclusive  of  Cycle 
Oil  and  Sewing  Machine  Oil." 

Evaporated  Tank   Water   in   barrels  or  iron  re- 
ceivers. Glue  Scrap  and  Bones,  dry  or  green— 
(Amending  this  item  as  It  appears  In  Amend- 
ment No.  5,  dated  February  8,  1907,  effective 
March  1.  1907.) 

Neck   Yoke   Centers   and   End    Irons: 

In  boxes  or  barrels 

In  bundles  - 

Cancel  Item:   "Barbed  Wire.   C.   L.  5." 
Rule:    Applying  Western  Trunk  Line  Rules  Cir- 
cular on   Shipments  locally  within   Iowa: 
In  nil  cases  where  the  application  of  Western 
Trunk  Line  Rules  Circular  No.  6,  with  amend- 
ments and  subsequent  Issues,   would  make  a 
lower   rate  on   shipments  of  any  commodity 
locally  within  Iowa  than  is  provided  for  by 
the   Commissioners'    Schedule   of   Reasonable 
Maximum  Rates  or  Classification  of  Freights, 
or    be   of   advantage    to    shippers    In    making 
such    local    shipments,    then    such    Western 
Trunk    Line    Rule    Circular    will    govern    on 
shipments  locally   within  the  state  of  Iowa. 
Minimum  Weight  C.    L.   Lime.    Plaster,   Stucco, 
Flour  and  Other  Mlllstuffs. 
(Cancelling  Amendment  No.  8,  dated  September 
4,   1907,   effective  September  83,   1907.) 
Exception  to  Rule  5,  as  amended  by  Amendment 
No.  6,  dated  July  12,  1907,   effective  August  1, 
1907. 
The    minimum    welprht    of     Lime,    Plaster     and 
Stucco.  In  straight  or  mixed  carloads,  will  be 
24,000  lbs. 
The  minimum   weight  of  Flour  and  other  Mill- 
stuffs,   in  straight  or  mixed  carloads,   will  be 
21.000  lbs. 


8 
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/  84,000  lbs 
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Amendment  No.  9,  to  lotoa  ClaHifleaHon  No.  23. 


1 

B 

9 

Article 

• 
• 

• 

•J 

^ 

J 

6 

Rule  applying   to   minimum  weight  on   Freight 

Loaded    in    long   cars    where    short  'Cars    are 

ordered: 

Where  cars  of  certain  dimensions  are  ordered 

■ 

by  shippers  and  railway  company  is  unable 

to  furnish  same,  notation  to  this  effect  will 

be  made  on  way-bills  and  cars  will  be  billed 

at  the  minimum  weight  applicable  on  the  size 

car  ordered;   provided,  however,  that  car  86 

feet  long.    Inside  measurement,   will   be   the 

minimum  in  such  cases. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  November  14,  1907.  Dwiqht  N.  Lbwis^  Secretary. 

Before  the  taking  effect  of  Amendment  No.  9,  upon  request  of  railway 
companies,  which  request  was  agreed  to  by  representatives  of  the  shippers 
of  sheep,  the  Board  issued  notice  that  the  ruling  providing  for  sheep 
(feeders)  paying  75  per  cent  of  the  regukir  sheep  rates  be  held  in  abey- 
ance until  otherwise  ordered. 

The  commodity  rates  as  ordered  promulgated  by  the  Board  are  under 
preparation  at  this  time  to  be  published  later. 

Dated,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  November  14,  1907. 


No.  3346—1907. 

In  the  Mattes  of  Rate  on  Sugab  Beets  in  Cab  Loads. 

The  Commissioners  having  had  the  subject  before  them  for  a  long 
time,  upon  September  4,  1907,  promulgated  commodity  rates  on  sugar 
beets  in  car  loads,  becoming  effective  September  23,  1907. 

The  notice  as  prepared  and  published  as  provided  by  law  naming 
these  commodity  rates  is  as  follows: 

Thb  Boabd  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Sugar  Beets  C.  Ia 

A  schedule  of  reasonable  maximum  rates  of  charges  for  the  transportation 
of  sugar  beets  in  carloads  on  each  of  the  railroads  in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Prepared  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  in  accordance  with   the 
laws  of  the  State. 
Dated  September   4,    1907.  Effective   September  23,    1907. 

Rate  in  Cents  Per  Ton. 


Miles 

Rate 

Miles 

Rate 

s^  miles  and 

under 

40 
40 
60 
60 
60 
60 
TO 
70 

71    to      80 

81    to     8i 

86    to     90 

91    to     95 

80 

28  to  40 

41    to    45- 

46    to    50_ 

85 
90 
95 

51    to    55."- 

96    to    115 

$1.00 
1.05 

66   to   60 ^ - 

116    to    185 

136    to    150 

61    to   65 

♦__ 

1.10 

68   to   TO 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  September  4,   1907.  Dwight  N.  Lewis,  Secretary. 
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No.  3347—1907. 

In  the  Mattes  of  Joint  Rates  in  Iowa. 

The  Thirty-second  Qeneral  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Iowa  enacted  the 
following  law: 

An  Act  to  repeal  sections  two  thousand  one  hundred  and  fifty-three  (2163)  and 
two  thousand  one  hundred  and  fifty-five  (2165)  of  the  Code,  relating  to 
Joint  freight  rates  over  two  or  more  connecting  lines  of  railway  between 
points  within  this  State,  and  relating  to  the  power  and  duties  of  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners,  and  to  enact  substitutes  therefor. 
Be  It  Snacted  by  the  General  Aaaembly  of  the  Btate  of  louja: 

Section  1.  That  section  two  thousand  one  hundred  and  fifty-three  (2163) 
of  the  code  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  repealed  and  the  following  enacted  in 
lieu  thereof: 

Skction  2163.  Every  owner  or  consignor  of  freight  to  be  transported  by 
railway  from  any  point  within  this  state  to  any  other  point  within  this  state 
shall  have  the  right  to  require  that  the  same  shall  be  transported  over  two  or 
more  connecting  lines  of  railway,  to  be  transferred  at  the  connecting  point 
or  points  without  change  of  car  or  cars  if  in  carload  lots,  and  with  or  without 
change  of  car  or  cars  if  in  less  than  carload  lots,  whenever  the  distance  from 
the  place  of  shipment  to  destination,  both  being  within  this  state,  is  less  over 
two  or  more  connecting  lines  of  railway  than  it  is  over  a  single  line  of  railway, 
or  where  the  Initial  line  does  not  r^ach  the  place  of  destination ;  and  it  shall 
be  the<Iuty,  upon  the  request  of  any  such  owner  or  consignor  of  freight,  made 
to  the  initial  company,  of  such  railway  companies  whose  lines  so  connect, 
to  transport  the  freight  without  change  of  car  or  cars  If  the  shipment  be  in  a 
carload  lot  or  lots,  and  with  change  of  car  or  cars  if  it  be  in  less  than  carload 
lots,  from  the  place  of  shipment  to  the  destination,  whenever  the  distance  from 
the  place  of  shipment  to  destination,  both  being  within  this  state,  is  less  than 
the  distance  over  a  single  line,  or  when  the  Initial  line  does  not  reach  the  point 
of  destination,  for  a  reasonable  Joint  through  rate.  This  section  shall  apply 
to  interurban  railways  and  their  connection  with  ordinary  steam  rallwaya 

Sec.  2.  Section  two  thousand  one  hundred  and  fifty -five  of  the  Code  be  and 
the  same  is  hereby  repealed  and  the  following  enacted  in  lieu  thereof: 

Section  2165.  The  board  of  railroad  commissioners  shall,  within  ten  days 
after  this  act  takes  effect,  notify  in  writing  every  railway  company  owning  or 
operating  a  railway  within  this  state  that  it  will,  upon  a  day  named  In  such 
notice,  which  day  shall  not  be  more  than  thirty  days  after  giving  said  notice, 
take  up  for  investigation  the  subject  of  establishing  Joint  through  rates,  as 
herein  provided,  between  the  railway  lines  In  this  state.  It  shall  also  give  a 
similar  notice,  directed  "to  whom  It  may  concern,"  and  so  publish  the  same  that 
it  will  have  general  circulation  throughout  the  state.  AH  corporations,  part- 
nerships and  persons  interested  in  the  subject  may  present  themselves  at  the 
hearing  and  be  heard,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  board  may  pre- 
scribe. At  the  end  of  the  investigation,  which  shall  be  carried  on  with  all  due 
diligence,  the  said  board  of  railroad  commissioners  shall  make  and  publish 
a  schedule  of  Joint  through  railway  rates  for  such  trafilc  and  on  such  routes 
as  in  its  Judgment  the  fair  and  reasonable  conduct  of  business  requires  shall  be 
done  by  carriage  over  two  or  more  lines  of  railway,  and  will  promote  the 
Interest  of  the  people  of  this  state.  In  the  making  thereof,  and  in  changing, 
revising  or  adding  to  the  same,  the  board  shall  be  governed  as  nearly  as  may 
be  by  the  preceding  sections  of  this  chapter,  and  shall  take  into  consideration, 
among  other  things,  the  rates  established  for  shipments  within  this  state  for 
like  distances  over  single  lines,  the  rates  charged  by  the  railway  companies 
operating  such  connecting  lines  for  Joint  Interstate  shipments  and  the  in- 
creased cost,  if  any,  of  a  Joint  through  shipment  as  compared  with  a 
shipment  over  a  single  line  for  like  distances.  In  establishing  such  rates  for 
shipments  in  less  than  carload  lots,  in  cases  where  at  the  connecting  point  or 
points  in  the  line  of  shipment  the  connecting  railways  have  not  and  are  not 
required  to  have  a  common  station  or  stopping  place  for  loading  or  unloading 
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freight,  the  board  shall  make  such  lawful  regulation  as  in  its  Judgment  will 
be  fair  and  Just  respecting  the  transportation  of  such  freight  from  the  usual 
imloadlng  place  of  one  railway  to  the  usual  loading  place  of  the  other.  The 
Joint  through  rates  thus  established  shall  be  promulgated  by  mailing  a  printed 
copy  thereof  to  each  railway  company  affected  thereby,  and  shall  go  into  effect 
within  ten  days  after  they  are  so  promulgated;  and  from  and  after  that  time 
an  ofBcial  printed  schedule  thereof  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence,  in  all  the 
courts  of  this  state,  that  the  rates  therein  fixed  are  Just  and  reasonable  for 
the  Joint  transportation  of  such  freight  between  the  points  and  over  the  lines 
described  therein.  The  said  board  shall  deliver  a  printed  copy  of  said  schedule 
to  any  person  making  application  therefor. 

The  share  of  any  railway  company  of  any  Joint  through  rate  shall  not  be  con- 
strued to  fix  the  charge  that  it  may  make  for  transportation  for  a  similar  distance 
over  any  part  of  Its  line  for  any  single  rate  shipment  or  the  &(hare  of  any  other 
Joint  rate.  The  board,  upon  such  reasonable  notice  as  It  may  prescribe,  may, 
upon  its  own  motion  or  upon  the  application  of  any  person,  firm  or  corporation 
interested  therein,  revise,  change  or  add  to  any  Joint  through  rates  fixed  or  pro- 
mulgated hereunder;  and  any  such  revised,  changed  or  added  Joint  rate  shall 
have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  the  rate  or  rates  originally  established.  The 
said  board  is  empowered  to  authorize,  upon  proper  hearing,  any  railway  com- 
pany whose  line  connects  the  point  of  shipment  with  the  point  of  destination 
but  requires  a  longer  haul  than  the  Joint  haul  over  which  a  Joint  rate  has  been 
established,  to  charge  the  Joint  rate  without  affecting  the  charge  upon  any 
other  part  of  its  line,  except  that  the  charge  for  a  like  kind  of  property  must 
not  be  greater  for  a  shorter  than  for  a  longer  distance  over  its  railroad,  all  of 
the  shorter  haul  being  included  within  the  longer.  This  section  shall  apply  to 
interurban  railways  and  their  connection  with  ordinary  steam  railways. 

Sec.  3.  This  act  being  deemed  of  immediate  importance  shall  be  in  full 
force  and  effect  from  and  after  its  publication  in  the  Register  and  Leader  and 
Des  Moines  Capital,  newspapers  published  in  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

Approved  March  28,  A,  D.  1907. 

Acting  under  the  direction  of  the  foregoing  law,  the  Commissioners 
on  April  5,  1907,  wrote  all  the  railroad  companies  operating  lines  in  Iowa, 
and  ordered  notice  published  two  times  in  the  Register  &  Leader  and 
the  Des  Moines  Daily  Capital,  fixing  date  for  hearing,  as  provided  by  the 
said  law,  Wednesday,  MiEiy  8,  1907,  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  at  the  office  of  the 
Board  in  Des  Moines. 

On  May  8,  1907,  pursuant  to  the  resolutions  of  the  Board  of  April  5, 
1907,  and  notices  published  in  accordance  therewith,  the  Board  met  at 
its  office  to  consider  the  matter  of  joint  rates.  No  one  appearing  as 
applicants  for  Joint  rates,  the  Board  adjourned  the  hearing  until  May  22, 
1907. 

Pursuant  to  adjourned  meeting  of  May  8,  1907,  the  Board  met  at  its 
office  on  May  22,  1907,  to  further  consider  the  subject  of  joint  rates. 

The  record  shows  the  following  persons  to  have  been  present  at  this 
hearing: 

Carroll  Wright,  At£omey,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

T.  H.  Simmons,  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

H.  Gower,  Freight  Traffic  Manager,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway 
Company.  ' 

A.  W.  Eberhart,  Division  Freight  Agent,  Chicago.  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

J.  C.  Davis,  Attorney,  Chicago  &  North-Westem  Railway  Company. 

M.  J.  Golden,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent.  Chicago  &  North-Westem 
Railway  Company. 
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Wm.  Ellis.  Special  Representative,  Chicago.  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  Rail- 
way Company. 

S.  H.  Vaugrhan,  Division  FrelfiTht  Affent.  Chlcagro,  Milwaukee  A  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

W.  E.  Keepers,  General  Freight  Agent,  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company. 

F.   B.   Bowes,   Greneral  Traffic  Manager,   Illinois  Central  Railroad   Company. 

J.  N.  Tittemore,  Freight  Traffic  Manager,  Iowa  Central  and  Minneapolis  & 
Saint  Louis  Railway  Companies. 

H.  F.  Marsh,  General  Freight  Agent.  Iowa  Central  and  Minneapolis  A  Saint 
Louis  Railway  Companies. 

R.  A.  Belding,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago  Great  Western 
Railway  Company. 

J.  M.  Hewitt,  Attorney,  Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Company. 

H.  H.  Polk,  President,  Inter-Urban  Railway  Company. 

C.  W.  Johnston,  General  Freight  Agent,  Inter-Urban  Railway  Company. 

W.  B.  Hamblin,  General  Freight  -  Agent,  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  Rail- 
way Company. 

W.  G.  Wagner,  Division  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Burlington  A  Quincy 
Railway  Company. 

F.  C.  McMillan,  Division  Freight  Agent,  Wabash  Railroad  Company. 

F.  C.  Gifford,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Saint  Paul,  Minne- 
apolis A  Omaha  Railway  Company. 

I.  B.  Smith,  Secretary,  Iowa  City  &  Cedar  Rapids  Railway  Company. 

W.  B.  Martin,  Commissioner,  Dubuque  Commercial  Club. 

Mr.   Smiley,   Secretary,   Clinton   Manufacturers'   and  Shippers'   Association. 

O.  T.  Denison,  Chairman,  Manufacturers'  and  Shippers'  Association  of  Iowa. 

Paul  Arbenz,  Dain  Manufacturing  Company,  Ottumwa. 

Dillon  Tumey,  Tumey  Manufacturing  Company,  Fairfield. 

L.  R.  Rosebrook,  representing  Coal  Interests. 

W.  C.  Staley,  representing  Western  Grocery  Company. 

Hon.  W.  D.  Jamieson,  representing  Shenandoah  Interests. 

E.  G.  Wylie,  Commissioner,  Greater  Des  Moines  Committee. 

Much  discussion  was  had  with  reference  to  proper  basis  of  Joint  rates 
in  Iowa,  but  as  there  seemed  to  be  no  very  definite  ideas  concerning  the 
subject  under  discussion,  the  Board  adjourned  the  hearing  until  June  6, 
1907. 

On  May  27th  the  Board  issued  notice  as  follows,  sending  copies  thereof 
to  railroad  companies  and  coal  operators  in  Iowa: 

May   27,    1907. 
To  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

You  are  hereby  notified  that  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Iowa 
will  hold  a  public  meeting  at  its  office  in  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  June  7,  1907,  be- 
ginning at  10  o'clock  A.M.,  to  consider  the  subject  of  rates  and  joint  rates  on 
coal.  Very  truly  yours, 

DwiOHT  N.  Lewis,  Secretary. 

On  June  6,  1907,  pursuant  to  adjourned  meeting  of  May  22,  1907, 
the  full  Board  met  at  its  office  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.  to  further  consider 
the  subject  of  joint  rates. 

There  were  present,  representing  different  interests,  the  following 
named  persons: 

J.  C.  Davis,  Attorney,  Chicago  A  North-Westem  Railway  Company. 

M.  J.  Golden,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago  &  North-Westem 
Railway  Company. 

Wm.  Ellis.  Special  Representative,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  Rail- 
way Company. 

H.  R  Plerpont,  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 
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J.  N.  Tittemore,  General  Traffic  Manager,  Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis  and 
Iowa  Central. 

H.  F.  Marsh,  Assistant  Oeneral  Freight  Agent,  Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis 
and  Iowa  Central. 

Qeo.  W.  Seevers,  General  Counsel,  Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis  and  Iowa 
Central. 

Carroll  Wright,  Attorney,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

T.  H.  Simmons,  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company. 

A.  W.  Eberhart,  Division  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

W.  £3.  Keepers,   General  Freight  Agent.  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company. 

W.  B.  Hamblln,  Greneral  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  Rail- 
road Company. 

Mr.  F^mk,  General  Counsel,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  Northern  Railway 
Company. 

H.  H.  Polk,  President,  Inter-Urban  Railway  Company. 

C.  W.  Johnston,  General  Freight  Agent,  Inter-Urban  Railway  Company. 
F.  C.  McMillan,  Division  Freight  Agent,  Wabash  Railroad  Company. 
R.  A.  Belding.  Claims  Agent,  Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Company. 

B.  B.  Watson,  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago  Great  Western  Railway 
Company. 

J.  J.  Doty,  J.  H.  Bishiem,  Hon.  W.  D.  Jamleson,  Henry  Field,  representing 
Shenandoah  interests. 

V.  S.  Colbert,  E.  K.  Rice,  T.  F.  Breen,  representing  Fort  Dodge  Interests. 

J.  L.   Fulton,   P.   W.  Heam,  Robt   Patterson,   representing  Lehigh  Interests. 

O.  T.  Denison,  representing  Manufacturers'  and   Shippers'   Association. 

D.  Turney,  C.  J.  Fulton,  F.  L.  Hunt,  representing  Fairfield  interests. 

After  full  opportunity  had  been  given  all  present  to  be  heard,  the 
Board  announced  that  it  would  continue  the  hearing  at  its  office  on  June 
24,  1907,  at  which  time  it  would  also  consider  the  subject  of  rates  and 
Joint  rates  on  coal. 

At  the  hearing  on  June  6th,  agreement  was  reached  between  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  shippers  and  railway  companies  who  were  present,  that 
before  the  hearing  on  June  24th,  effort  would  be  made  for  the  shippers 
and  the  railway  companies  to  get  together  on  some  basis  of  joint  rates 
which  they  might  present  to  the  Board  for  its  consideration. 

During  the  time  between  June  6th  and  June  24th,  the  Commissioners 
received  a  vast  amount  of  correspondence,  including  applications  of  a  great 
number  of  shippers  for  the  promulgation  in  Iowa  of  what  was  termed  the 
"80  per  cent"  basis  for  joint  shipments.  Copies  of  applications  made  by 
shippers  direct  to  railroad  companies  for  Joint  rates  over  various  lines  in 
Iowa  were  alBO  sent  to  the  Board  in  large  numbers,  so  that  when  the 
Commissioners  met  again  on  June  24th,  they  had  before  them,  as  they 
had  not  before,  the  express  wishes  of  shippers  generally  throughout  the 
state. 

The  Board  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.  on  June  24,*  1907,  pursuant  to  the 
adjournment,  to  further  consider  the  subject  of  Joint  rates.  The  record 
of  the  Board  shows  the  following  persons  to  have  been  present: 

J.  C.  Davis,  Attorney,  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway  Company. 

F.  P.  Eyman.  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago  &  North-Western 
Railway  Company. 

M.  J.  Golden,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago  &  North-Western 
Railway  Company. 

Carroll  Wright,  Attorney,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany. 
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A.  W.  Eberhart,  Divlalon  Frelgrht  Agent.  Chlcagro,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

T.  H.  Slmzpons.  General  Freight  Agent  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

B.  E.  Watson,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent  Chicago  Great  Western 
Railway  Company. 

R.  A.  Beldlng,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent  Chicago  Great  Western 
Railway  Company. 

Wm.  Ellis,  Special  Representative,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  Railway 
Company. 

S.  H.  Vaughan,  Division  Freight  Agent,  Chicago.  Milwaukee  A  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

W.   E.   Keepers,  General  Freight  Agent  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company. 

J.  N.  Tlttemore,  General  Traffic  Manager,  Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis  and 
Iowa  Central  Railway  Company. 

F.  C.  McMillan.  Division  Freight  Agent,  Wabash  Railroad  Company. 

W.  B.  Hamblln,  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Qulncy  Rail- 
road Company.    • 

Isaac  B.  Smith,  Secretary,  Iowa  City  and  Cedar  Rapids  Railway  Company. 

W.   H.   Johnston,   General  Freight  Agent,   Inter-Urban  Railway  Company. 

J.  J.  Doty,  Hon.  W.  D.  Jamieson,  representing  Shenandoah  interests. 

O.  T.  Denlson  and  D.  Tumey,  representing  manufacturers'  and  shippers' 
interests,  and  many  other  visitors. 

For  full  particulars,  see  Reporter's  Transcript  in  the  case. 

After  the  taking  of  testlmoiiy  as  offered,  the  Board  adjourned  the 
hearing  until  the  next  day  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  when  It  was  announced  they 
would  further  take  up  the  subject  of  joint  rates  in  general,  also  of  rates 
and  joint  rates  on  coal. 

The  record  of  June  25th  shows  that  pursuant  to  the  adjournment  the 
Board  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.  to  further  consider  joint  rates  and  rates  and 
joint  rates  on  coal;  that  the  imilroad  companies  were  represented  by  the 
same  persons  as  on  the  previous  day  and  the  coal  Interests  were  repre- 
sented by  L.  R.  Rosebrook,  John  P.  Reese,  T.  A.  Ray  and  T.  L.  Bvens. 
After  full  opportunity  had  been  given  for  all  present  to  be  heard,  and 
after  much  documentary  evidence  had  been  filed  with  the  Commission, 
the  Board  announced  adjournment  and  took  the  matter  under  advisement. 

The  Commissioners  have  felt  that  the  importance  of  this  heaidng  and 
its  outcome  to  the  people  of  the  state  generally,  the  public  should  be 
acquainted  with  the  testimony  upon  whleh  the  Commission  acted  in 
fixing  joint  rates,  and  it  is  therefore  set  out  in  full  in  this  report. 

The  Commissioners  very  carefully  considered  all  the  exhibits  filed  by 
shippers  and  railway  companies,  and  the  testimony,  evidence  and  state- 
ments submitted  by  all  interested  parties,  and  on  June  25th,  unanimously 
passed  the  following  resolution,  which  was  afterwards  printed  and  gen- 
erally distributed,  and  known  as  Joint  Rate  Circular  No.  1. 

Joint  Ratb  Resolution  Adopted  June  25,  1907. 

Whereas,  Pursuant  to  an  act  approved  March  28,  1907,  relating  to  Joint 
freight  rates,  this  Board  has  taken  up  for  investigation  at  public  hearings  and 
otherwise  the  subject  of  establishing  Joint  through  freight  rates  between  the 
railway  lines  of  the  state,  and  which  investigation  has  been  carried  on  with 
diligence  as  provided  by  law.  Now  at  the  end  of  this  investigation  and  on 
this  25th  day  of  June,  1907,  be  it 

Resolved.  First.  That  there  be  and  is  hereby  established  a  schedule  of 
Joint  through  railway  rates  upon   all   the  routes  and  lines  operating  or  being 
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in  the  State  of  Iowa  and  upon  all  classes  of  freights  and  commodities  carried 
within  this  state  as  follows: 

Railroads  shall  be  entitled  to  charge  and  receive  a  freight  rate  for  freight 
carried  over  more  than  one  line,  a  sum  not  to  exceed  eighty  (80)  per  cent  of  the 
simi  of  the  local  rates  as  provided  by  the  Iowa  Schedule,  and  said  railroads  as 
a  part  of  said  Joint  rate  shall  absorb  all  transfer  charges  on  carload  lots,  provided 
however,  that  in  case  80  per  cent  of  the  locals  shall  be  less  than  the  rate  for 
continuous  mileage  between  two  points  as  per  the  Iowa  Schedule,  the  rate  for 
continuous  mileage  between  said  points  shall  be  the  Joint  rate. 

Second.  The  above  Joint  rate  shall  not  apply  upon  distances  less  than 
twenty-five  (25)  miles,  and  in  such  cases  the  Joint  rate  upon  carload  lots  shall 
be  the  sum  of  the  locals  as  per  the  Iowa  Schedule,  provided,  however,  that  the 
maximum  rate  for  distances  less  than  25  miles  shall  in  no  case  exceed  the 
minimum  Joint  rate  for  a  distance  of  25  miles.  In  the  above  cases  the  transfer 
charges  shall  be  absorbed  by  the  railroads. 

fQhird.  That  the  regulation  respecting  the  transportation  of  freight  in  less 
than  carload  lots  from  the  usual  unloading  place  of  one  railway  to  the  usual 
loading  place  of  the  other  be  not  made  until  the  Board  is  more  fully  advised 
of  the  actual  cost  thereof,  and  points  where  charge  is  now  made  therefor  and 
full  information  had  aa  to  all  conditions  which  will  enable  the  Board  to  make 
a  regulation  which  will  be  fair  and  Just  to  all  parties. 

Fourth.  When  the  Board  is  thus  fully  advised,  that  it  make  such  regulation 
for  transfer  charges  in  less  carload  lots,  either  upon  routes  in  particular 
or  in  general,  or  at  particular  transfer  stations  aa  the  circtunstances  and  facts 
developed  make  advisable,  and  that  such  regulation  be  a  part  of  the  Joint  rate 
hereby  established.  ' 

Fifth.  That  as  a  part  of  said  Joint  rate  the  maximum  rate  for  a  minimum 
shipment  shall  be  twenty-five  (25)  cents.  The  above  rate  is  based  upon  the 
interstate  rate.  If  the  interstate  rate  is  changed  it  is  the  purpose  of  this  Board 
to  make  the  same  harmonize  with  such  interstate  rate. 

Sixth.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Board  Is  hereby  directed  to  publish  a 
schedule  of  Joint  through  railway  rates  in  compliance  with  these  resolutions  so 
that  the  same  shall  go  into  effect  not  later  than  August  1,  1907. 

Seventh.  That  the  railroads  interested  be  and  they  are  hereby  requested 
to  keep  accurate  accounts  of  the  effect  of  this  Joint  rate  upon  the  business  of 
the  railroads,  and  present  to  the  Board  a  full  statement  thereof  at  a  hearing 
to  be  called  for  that  purpose  on  notice  and  not  earlier  than  six  months  from  the 
taking  effect  thereof,  and  that  shippers  be  Invited  to  appear  at  said  time  for  a 
like  purpose. 

In  pursuance  with  the  foregoing  resolution,  the  Commission  on  July 
22d,  issued  their  Joint  Rate  Order  No.  1,  taking  effect  August  1,  1907, 
a  copy  of  which  Joint  rate  order  follows: 

Joint  Rate  Order  No.  1. 

Thb  Board  of  Railhoad  Commissionbbs^  State  of  Iowa. 


A  schedule  of  Joint  through  railway  rates,  applying  on  all  shipments  of  freight 

entirely  within  the  State  of  Iowa,  over  two  or  more  railroads;  made 

and  promulgated  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of 

the   State  of   Iowa   in   accordance   with  C!hapter    111, 

Laws   Thirty-second   General    Assembly. 

Dated  July  22,  1907.  Effective  August  1,   1907. 

1.  The  freight  charge  on  a  shipment  of  freight  passing  over  two  or  more 
railroads  within  this  state  shall  be  eighty  (80)  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  local 
charges  for  the  distance  each  railroad  hauls  the  freight. 

BxAMPug : 

Railway,  50  miles  at  Class  E  rate,  4      cents 

Railway,  75  miles  at  Class  E  rate,  4.4  cents 


Total,   8.4    cents 
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10  per  cent  of  S.4  cenU,  the  mm  of  tbe  two  locaU;  would  be  f.TI  cents,  tb* 
;otnt  rate. 

t.      Railroad  compuilea  shall  absorb  all  transfer  diaries  on  carloul  lota. 

1.  In  case  the  application  of  tbe  elsbty  (80)  per  cent  nile  would  make 
the  rate  leM  than  the  continuous  mlksEe  rate,  tbeD  the  continuous  mllMjte 
rate  shall  be  tbe  Joint  rats. 


First  Class  Rate 


Distance 
S20    miles 


Total.   71  cents 
RO  per  cent  ot  71   cents,  the  sum  of  tlie  two  locals,  is  GI.S  cents,  while  the 

condnooua  mileage  late  for  226  mllea    TISO)   would  be  GT.G  cents,   therefore  tbe 

continuous  mileage  rste  would  be  the  Joint  rate. 

4.     The  above  Joint  rate  shall   not  apply  on  distances   less   than  twenty-flve 

miles;   and    in  such  cases  the  Joint   rate   ihall   i>e  tlghtj    (SO)    per  cent   of   tbe 

local  charges  for  ten  and  fifteen   mile  hauls,  tbe  transfer  charges  on  carloads 

to  be  absorbed  by  the  railroad  companies. 

ExAMPlx:     For  combined  distance  less  than  twenty-flve  miles  tbe  following 

Joint  mtea  will  govern  for  Class  A  roads: 


■ffi 

Second 

JEK 

Fourth 

».7 

U.t 

.™o„.  ex 

L04t>    Cl-iSi 

C8    IN    CINTS    ewK    100    POHN 

ns. 

1  SS 

CIB9S  A      ClSBS  B  .  Class  C 

aassD 

C„E 

Bate 

8  51 

8.72           8.M      1       7.1 

0.06 

5a  I  2l3 


Live  Stock  In  Genu  Per  100  Lbs. 


CoallnCebtB 


glas I  sis  I 


gS2 

fisl 
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E.     Transfer  charges  tor  less  than   carload   shipments : 

In  case  It  Is  necessary  to  transfer  less  than  carload  freight  from  one  depot 
o  another  the  actual  cost  of  service  may  be  added  to  the  Joint  rate  as  heretofore 
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provided.     In  case  the  same  depot  is  used  by  both  railway  companies  there 
shall  be  no  transfer  charge. 

6.     Minimum  charge: 

The  minimum  charge  for  a  shipment  over  two  or  more  railroads  shall  be 
forty   (40)   cents. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Conmilssloners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

N.  S.  KarcHUM,  Chairman, 

D.     J.     PAI.MKR, 

W.    L.    Eaton, 
Attest :  CommiBtUmen. 

DwiORT  N.  Lbwis,  Beoretary, 
Des  Moines.  Iowa,  July  22,  1907. 

The  Board  on  August  2,  1907,  made  a  ruling  effecting  Joint  Rate 
Order  No.  1  as  follows: 

Joint  Rate  Order  No.   1. 

Ruling. 

August  2,   1907. 
To  Whom  it  May  Concern: 

It  Is  noted  by  the  Board  that  many  railroad  companies  in  issuing  tarlfCt 
governing  Joint  business  in  Iowa  make  the  statement  that  the  40  cent  minimum 
applies  plus  the  transfer  charge.  The  Board  intended  that  upon  such  shipments 
the  transfer  charge  should  be  absorbed  by  the  railroad  companies.  If  you  have 
made  error  in  your  tariffs  in  making  provision  for  the  40  cent  minimim\  please 
correct  at  once  in  accordance  with  this  letter. 

Very  truly  yours, 

DwiOHT  N.  LiBWis,  Secretary. 

This  ruling  was  sent  all  railroad  companies  operating  in  Iowa. 
On  December  4,  1907,  the  Board  Issued  Joint  Rate  Order  No.  2,  effective 
December  20,  1907,  as  follows: 

Joint  Rate  Order  No.  2. 

Thb  Board  op  Railroad  Commissioners,  State  of  Iowa. 

Dated  December  4,   1907.  Effective  December  20,   1907. 

Paragraph  6  of  Joint  Rate  Order  No.  1.  dated  July  22,  1907,  effective  August  1, 
1907,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"6.     Minimum  charge: 

The  minimum  charge  for  a  shipment  over  two  or  more  railroads  shall  be 
twenty-five  (26)  cents." 

This  action  Is  taken  in  accordance  with  fifth  paragraph  of  Joint  Rat*  Cir- 
cular No.   1,  adopted  and  promulgated  by  this  Board  on  June  26,  1907. 
By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 

N.  S.  Ketch UM,  Chairman, 
D.   J.   Palmbb, 
W.  L.  Baton, 
Attest :  Commissioners, 

DwiOHT  N.  Lewis.  Secretary. 
Dated  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  4.  1907. 
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ADJOURNED  MEETING  OF  THE  RAILROAD  COMMISSION  ON  THE 

QUESTION  OP  FREIGHT  RATES. 

De8  Moiives,  Iowa,  June  24,  1907,  10  a.  m. 

Mb.  Eaton:  We  have  been  waiting  for  Mr.  Ketchum  to  arrive.  He  is 
not  here  yet.  He  will  probably  come  on  the  11:50  train,  and  we  would 
not  save  any  time  by  having  a  session  this  morning,  so  I  will  take  the 
authority  to  adjourn  to  half-past  one  sharp.  Will  be  glad  to  see  you 
here  at  that  time  and  will  be  glad  to  know  that  you  have  arrived  at 
an  agreement  among  yourselves.  Hope  you  will  have  a  spokesman  that 
will  state  that  agreement  quickly  upon  the  beginning  of  the  session  after 
dinner. 

1:30  p.  m. 

Mr.  Eaton:  Gentlemen,  we  will  resunu  the  hearing  on  the  joint  rate 
proposition.  There  are  only  about  two  questions  that  we  want  to  hear 
from  you  now.  The  law  absolutely  requires'  us  to  put  in  a  joint  rate, 
as  we  construe  it  That  question  is  settled.  What  we  want  to  hear  from 
you  upon  is  how  to  put  in  a  joint  rate  bo  as  to  injure  the  railroads  the 
least  and  benefit  the  people  the  most  Second,  when  we  determine  how 
to  put  it  in,  what  it  ought  to  be.  We  would  be  glad  to  hear  from  you 
on  those  two  propositions.  Would  be  glad  to  hear  from  the  railroad 
people  first,  and  we  take  it  for  granted  that  they  have  adopted  the 
suggestions  made  by  this  Commission,  and  have  arrived  at  an  agree- 
ment. We  would  like  to  know  what  the  agreement  is.  Who  has  charge 
of  it? 

Mb.  J.  C.  Davis:  There  has  been  a  very  earnest  effort  on  the  part 
of  the  representatives  of  the  railroads  to  try  and  harmonize  the  existing 
conditions  in  Iowa  with  the  suggestions  made  by  the  Commission  as  to  a 
joint  rate.  The  traffic  men  have  found  themselves  confronted  by  a 
situation  which  they  consider  entirely  novel  in  the  history  of  railroad 
rate  making.  It  has  been  suggested  a  good  many  times  during  this  hear- 
ing that  joint  rates  are  ordinarily  made  for  two  purposes:  One,  the  result 
of  competition,  the  other  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  some  particular  and 
peculiar  state  of  affairs;  and  the  idea  of  putting  in  a  blanket  joint  rate, 
as  seems  to  be  the  desire  of  a  good  many  shippers  in  Iowa,  upon  the 
basis  of  a  fixed  mileage  continuous  tariff,  seems  to  be  a  practical  im- 
possibility. 

Now,  i)erhaps  we  have  not  fairly  understood  the  purpose  of  this 
adjourned  meeting.  As  we  understood  it,  the  railroad  people  were  to 
confer  together  and  then  give  the  Commission  such  information  as  we 
might  be  able  to  evolve  as  the  result  of  these  conferences.  We  have 
had  these  various  hearings,  which  have  taken  on  the  aspect  a  good  deal, 
of  a  town  meeting.  Each  man  has  gotten  up  and  given  his  experience, 
and  you  have  under  consideration  now  three  or  four  methods  of  joint 
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rates:  One,  a  continuouB  mileage;  another,  on  a  per  cent  of  the  con- 
tinuous mileage,  and  another  a  per  cent  of  the  two  locals.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  the  traffic  people  are  here  to  answer  any  specific  questions  that 
the  Commission  may  ask,  and  it  was  rather  supposed  that  we  would  sit 
down  with  you  here  at  the  table  and  take  up  examples  under  these 
various  systems  and  show  what  the  result  would  be  if  an  attempt  is 
made  to  put  in  a  blanket  rate  either  on  all  commodities  in  Iowa,  or  take 
particular  commodities  and  put  a  Joint  rate  that  shall  apply  as  to  the 
particular  commodity  under  all  circumstances;  and  we  are  here  simply 
to  give  the  Conmiission  the  information  that  we  have,  and  without  any 
specific  program. 

I  think  all  the  roads  are  represented.  I  don't  know  whether  the  Des 
Moines  representative  of  the  Milwaukee  is  here,  but  the  Chicago  repre- 
sentatives don't  seem  to  be  here.  I  don't  know  whether  they  are  coming 
or  not,  but  to  call  upon  each  road,  or  its  representatives,  to  get  up  and 
make  a  statement  such  as  in  the  past,  it  has  not  seemed  to  us  that  that 
was  the  purpose  of  this  meeting.  We  would  take  up,  for  Instance,  and 
we  would  have  to  sit  down  and  figure  out,  examples  to  show  how  any 
one  of  the  systems,  if  you  adopt  it,  would  work  out. 

Mb.  Eaton:  There  isn't  the  least  objection  to  your  sitting  down  there 
in  the  chair  at  the  table,  but  we  want  each  individual  to  give  us  some 
information,  if  he  has  any,  on  the  subject  of  Joint  rates,  how  they  ought 
to  be  made.    If  you  will  select  someone. 

Mb.  Davis:  So  far  as  that  is  concerned,  Mr.  Eyman  is  here,  repre- 
senting the  Northwestern.  It  is  the  first  time  he  has  been  here  at  any 
of  these  meetings  and  you  have  not  heard  from  him  before.  It  might  be 
well  to  hear  a  new  man  on  this  subject.  I  will  ask  Mr.  Eyman  to  suggest 
to  the  Commission  the  result  of  these  conferences  on  joint  rates,  and 
his  Judgment  as  a  traffic  man,  as  to  what  method,  if  any,  should  be 
adopted  in  putting  them  in.  As  I  say,  we  haven't  any  set  program  and 
it  is  not  to  be  understood  when  I  stand  here,  that  I  am  representing 
all  the  roads,  because  they  all  have  their  representatives. 

Now,  while  I  am  here,  we  desire  at  some  time  during  either  today 
or  tomorrow,  to  offer  some  additional  evidence  on  the  reasonableness 
of  the  present  coal  rate,  which  is  a  matter  that  is  entirely  independent 
of  the  Joint  rate.  Of  course,  we  are  subject  to  the  order  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mb.  EaI-on:  Before  you  take  a  seat,  Mr.  Davis,  what  progress  has 
been  made  by  the  representatives  of  the  railroads  on  the  subject  of  the 
joint  rates,  towards  reaching  an  agreement? 

Mb.  Davis:  I  will  say  very  frankly  that  I  think  no  agreement  has 
been  arrived  at  at  all,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  the  position  of  the  roads 
that  the  joint  rates  in  Iowa  should  not  be  made  upon  any  other  or  dif-- 
ferent  method  than  joint  rates  are  generally  made. 

Mb.  Eaton:     How  is  that? 

Mb.  Davis:  That  is  either  the  result  of  competition,,  or  the  result  of 
some  peculiar  circumstances  by  which  the  product  of  some  factory  or 


282  THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 

some  community,  in  order  to  get  to  market,  must  be  given  a  Joint  rate. 
In  other  words,  when  a  Joint  rate  is  saiked  from  railroads,  the  party 
asking  the  Joint  rate  should  be  able  to  g^ve  some  reason  why  he  should 
receive  it. 

Take  the  broad  proposition  of  Joint  rates.  I  think  Mr.  Pierpont  at  the 
last  meeting  made  as  concise  a  statement  of  the  situation  in  Iowa  aa 
anybody  could  make.  He  said  it  was  simply  the  result  of  one  community 
desiring  to  get  into  the  territory  of  another  community;  not  that  it 
will  specially  help  the  people,  but  it  is  the  ambition  of  Fort  Dodge  to 
get  into  the  territory  of  Waterloo;  of  Waterloo  to  invade  the  territory 
of  Cedar  Rapids,  and  of  Cedar  Rapids  to  sell  something  where  Ottumwa 
now  sells.  The  result  of  that  would  not  be  to  cheapen  the  article.  It 
would  not  be  to  bring  to  the  consumer  the  article  any  cheaper,  but  it 
would  enable  ambitious  merchants  in  one  community  to  invade  the  terri- 
tory of  another,  without  any  good  result  to  the  community  at  large.  That 
is  especially  true  as  to  the  merchandise  commodity.  Now,  it  may  be 
that  there  are  factories  in  Iowa  that  need  some  relief.  It  has  been  the 
thought  of  the  railroads  that  these  factory  questions  should  be  taken 
up  as  an  individual  proposition  and  not  in  the  way  of  a  Joint  or  blanket 
proposition. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Do  I  understand  you,  then,  that  during  this  adjournment 
you  have  not  made  any  progress  at  all — ^that  we  stand  where  we  did 
before  as  far  as  the  railroads  are  concerned? 

Mb.  Davis:  I  think  we  stand  practically  where  we  did  before  as  far 
as  the  railroads  are  concerned. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Then  you  don't  Bee  any  hope  of  an  agreement  between 
the  railroads,  no  matter  even  if  further  time  were  given  them,  do  you  7 

Mb.  Davis:  I  would  not  say  that;  no,  sir.  I  think  the  Commission 
must  very  thoroughly  understand  the  attitude  of  the  railroad  people  In 
this  matter.  It  is  not  antagonistic,  but  there  has  been  cast  upon  this 
Commission  and  upon  the  railroad  interests  of  Iowa,  an  extremely  novel 
and  a  complicated  question.  Now,  here  are  a  dozen  men  that  represent 
the  traffic  departments  of  the  railroads  that  serve  Iowa.  This  Commission 
has  suggested  to  them:  "You  must  report  to  us  a  system  of  Joint  rates;" 
and  here  is  a  responsibility  that  has  never  been  placed  upon  the  traffic 
department  before.  Suppose  these  gentlemen  unite  in  recommending 
a  systm  of  Joint  rates  and  that  it  proves  extremely  disastrous  to  the 
railroad  interests,  because  there  is  no  living  man  can  tell  the  result  of 
a  Joint  rate  system  under  the  peculiar  situation  of  our  Iowa  law;  and  the 
Commission  must  not  be  impatient  with  the  railroad  men  if  they  have 
been  unable  to  meet  this  unequal  responsibility. 

Mb.  Eaton:  The  point  is  this,  Mr.  Davis:  I  think  we  realize  the 
burden  that  is  on  the  traffic  men  in  that  respect,  but  they  have  had  a 
good  deal  of  time,  and  they  have  not  made  any  progress,  and  the  point  Is, 
must  this  Ccfmmission,  without  any  agreement  from  the  railroads  at  all, 
take  that  burden,  or  should  the  railroads  do  it? 
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Mb.  Davis:  Permit  me  a  further  word  of  explanation.  Of  course,  if 
these  traffic  people  had  nothing  to  do  but  consider  the  Iowa  question, 
they  have  had  a  considerable  amount  of  time  In  which  to  do  it.  The 
Commission  must  understand  that  in — -take,  for  Instance,  the  North- 
western Railroad — in  every  state  that  we  have  to  serve,  we  have  to  meet 
right  now  the  most  radical  propositions  in  regard  to  freight  rates  and 
passenger  matters,  and  those  departments  of  the  railroads  are  simply 
driven  to  death;  and  while  we  have  had  a  considerable  amount  of  time 
between  the  adjournment  of  the  legislature  and  the  present  time,  we  have 
had  very  little  time  to  give  exclusively  to  the  Iowa  situation.  We  have 
Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  Nebraska  and  Missouri,  and  in  every  state  in 
the  Middle  West,  there  is  being  agitated  these  various  questions;  not  only 
before  State  Commissions,  but  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  ConmilB- 
slon. 

Now,  take  the  Commission  of  Wisconsin,  for  instance.  That  has  the 
question  of  the  two-cent  fare.  They  took  ten  or  twelve  months  to  consider 
that  and  hear  evidence,  and  it  is  a  proposition,  if  the  CommlBslon  will 
pardon  the  suggestion,  that  should  not  be  lightly  concluded,  either  by 
this  Commission  or  by  the  railroad  people. 

Mb.  Eaton:    We  will  hear  from  Mr.  Eyman. 

Mb.  F.  W.  Eyman:  Mr.  Chairman  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Commission: 
I  don't  believe  that  I  can  add  anything  to  what  Mr.  Davis  has  so  well 
sala  in  reference  to  the  conditions  that  have  confronted  the  traffic  men 
in  undertaking  to  conBcientlously  and  honestly  arrive  at  some  definite 
conclusion  as  to  the  establishment  of  joint  rates  in  Iowa,  made  to  fit 
the  conditions  that  now  operate  in  Iowa  so  far  as  the  distance  tariff  is 
concerned.  We  have  had  a  number  of  meetings,  we  have  made  figures  until 
we  were  gray-headed,  and  we  have  figured  out  every  possible  suggestion 
that  was  made  as  to  the  basis  to  start  from  and  to  work  on,  and  we 
have  not  as  yet  been  able  to  strike  the  key  that  will  give  us  a  consistent 
joint  distance  tariff. 

Mb.  Eaton:  What  are  the  objections  to  a  joint  tariff  based  on  80 
per  cent  of  the  two  locals? 

Mb.  Eyman:  The  objections  that  we  ran  against,  Mr.  Eiaton,  are  these: 
That  up  to  a  certain  distance  80  per  cent  seems  to  work  out  fairly  well. 
After  you  have  gotten  up  to  the  distance,  say,  of  150  or  175  or  200  miles, 
80  per  cent  of  the  two  locals  will  make  a  less  rate  than  your  straight  dis- 
tance tariff  in  Iowa.  Take,  for  Instance — I  have  instances  of  that  right 
here. 

Mb.  Eaton:  What  is  the  distance  where  it  works  out  fairly  well — ^to 
what  point? 

Mb.  Eyman:  If  you  start  with  a  distance,  say,  of  twenty-five  or  thirty 
miles  to  make  your  minimum  joint  rate,  so  as  to  give  a  reasonable  earn- 
ing to  the  short  line.  These  rates,  when  you  go  to  divide  them — say, 
for  Instance,  there  is  the  twenty-five-mile  haul — ^another  road  will  haul 
that  eight  miles  and  another  road  the  balance.  The  short  line  is  entitled 
to  25  per  cent,  say.    Now,  in  starting  with  a  five-mile  or  a  ten-mile  haul. 
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on  that  the  earnings  would  be  so  small  as  to  be  insignificant.  They  would 
be  absolutely  absurd,  or  unremunerative.  I  have  an  instance  here  of  280 
miles.    The  Iowa  distance  tariff  for  180  miles  is  36.8  cents. 

Mb.  Eaton:    That  is  on  first-class? 

Mb.  Eybcan:  Yes,  sir;  80  per  cent  to  each  line.  Figuring  ninety  miles 
to  each  line,  to  make  the  factors  equal,  makes  a  rate  of  3742  cents.  Now, 
you  take  210  miles,  the  Iowa  distance  tariff  is  41.6;  80  per  cent  to  each 
line,  using  equal  factors,  makes  only  a  rate  of  39.68,  or  two  cents  less 
than  your  straight  Iowa  distance  tariff. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Now,  following  that  out:  Is  there  any  reason  why  a  Joint 
rate  schedule  could  not  be  made  on  that  basis,  and  make  an  exception 
that  in  no  case  should  the  rate  be  less  than  between  two  points? 

Mb.  Eyman:  Well,  I  don't  know  whether  that  would  work  out  or  not; 
I  don't  know  whether  we  could  work  out  a  consistent  tariff  on  that 
basis  or  not.  What  basis  would  you  make  the  rate  after  you  reached  a 
certain  mileage?  You  take  80  per  cent  after  you  reached  a  certain 
point,  and  the  balance  of  the  distance  you  would  take  a  straight  rate. 

Mb.  Eaton:  The  question  I  asked  you,  is,  suppose  you  make  a  blanket 
rate  of  80  per  cent  on  the  sum  of  two  locals.  I  want  to  get  at  the  objec- 
tions to  that. 

Mb.  Eyman:  I  say  that  80  per  cent,  or  any  other  per  cent  of  the 
straight  rate  used  as  a  blanket  rate  for  a  joint  rate,  is  an  experiment  and 
I  am  not  able  to  say  how  it  would  work  out. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Give  us  your  judgment 

Mb.  Eyman:  We  have  tried  that  and  we  have  tried  the  percentage 
basis.    Now  the  objection — 

Mb.  Eaton:  Before  getting  to  that:  Are  there  any  other  objections 
that  occur  to  you  now,  to  an  80  per  cent  basis  of  the  sum  of  two  locals, 
except  the  objection  that  up  to  a  certain  point  it  would  not  work  out 
well  because  it  would  be  less  than  the  Iowa  distance  tariff  rate? 

Mb.  Eyman:  The  only  other  objection  would  be  that  the  rate  would 
be  too  low. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Well,  any  others? 

Mb.  Ketchum:  What  percentage  of  your  tonnage  in  Iowa  would  be 
first  class? 

Mb.  Eyman:  A  large  percentage  would  be  from  first  to  fourth  class. 
I  don't  know  the  exact  percentage  of  the  business  that  would  move  under 
first  class  rate,  but  there  is  a  large  volume  of  business.  Now,  from  first 
to  fourth  class,  if  you  put  in  the  merchandise  class,  from  first  to  fourth 
class  would  practically  take  all  of  the  merchants'  and  jobbers'  business 
and  things  of  that  kind.  The  fourth  class  is  exactly  the  same  thing; 
works  out  the  same.  The  Iowa  distance  tariff  on  fourth  class,  for  instance, 
for  240  miles  is  21.16;  80  per  cent  to  each  line  would  be  21.31;  270  miles, 
23.08.    The  fourth  class  rate  would  be  22.90. 
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Now,  there  Is  another  very  serious  objection  from  a  railroad  stand- 
point, or  seems  to  me,  on  less  than  carload  business,  and  that  is  the 
transfer.  The  transfer — at  most  of  the  points  of  transfer  that  transfei" 
has  to  be  made  by  dray — ^by  team — from  one  depot  across  the  city  to 
another.  Now,  they  are  paying  practically, — when  we  do  pay  that  charge, 
we  pay  five  cents  per  hundred  pounds  with  a  minimum  of  ten  cents  a 
package.  Now  you  see  we  would  be  paying  out  more  money  than  we 
would  be  earning,  without  we  had  a  minimum  charge  that  would  reim- 
burse us.  I  think  any  city  having  joint  rates  should  take  into  consid- 
eration the  question  of  reasonable  rates  for  transfer  at  general  points  in 
less  than  carload  rates. 

Mb.  Ketchttm:  I  was  going  to  ask  a  question  as  to  that  transfer 
charge.  Wouldn't  there  be  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  railroads  to  get 
better  facilities  for  transferring  at  these  points?  That  is  to  say,  if  the 
burden  was  entirely  upon  the  railroads,  whether  they  would  not  handle 
the  transfer  business  a  little  dlffei^ent  than  it  is  being  handled.  I  mean 
the  facilities. 

Mb.  Eyman:    The  car  to  car  transfer? 

Mb.  Ketchttm:  Whether  or  not  at  joint  depots  it  would  not  very  soon 
result  in  a  very  material  change  in  the  transfer  business. 

Mb.  Etman:  You  could  not  do  that  as  a  general  proposition,  because 
the  lines — for  instance,  take  at  Des  Moines — there  is  no  way  by  which 
we  could  make  a  transfer  from  one  car  to  another  at  Des  Moines  without 
hauling  less  than  carload  lots  through  the  city,  because  the  depots  are 
a  mile  apart. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     You  do  all  your  transferring  by  team? 

Mb.  Eyman:     In  less  than  car  lots;  yes,  sir. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  No  other  facilities?  Don't  you  transfer  cars  from  one 
line  to  another? 

Mb.  Eyman:     No,  sir. 

Mb.  Eaton:  There  would  be  no  serious  difficulty  or  objection  in  making 
a  provision  about  that  which  would  be  fair. 

Mb.  Eyman:    No,  I  don't  think  there  would  if  a  provision  was  made. 

Mb.  Eaton:     That  would  go  in  with  the  80  per  cent  of  the  two  locals? 

Mb.  Eyman:    No,  I  don't  think  that  would  be  fair. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  You  think  that  would  not  be  remunerative?  It  would 
not  be  enough? 

Mb.  Eyman:  If  you  take  into  consideration  the  additional  cost  of 
transferring  from  one  station  to  another  by  team  across  the  city,  I  think 
that  could  be  gotten  around  in  that  way  by  adding  a  fair  amount. 

Mb.  Baton:  What  percentage  do  you  think  would  be  fair?  You  say 
80  per  cent  would  be  too  low.    What  per  cent  would  be  fair? 

Mb.  Eyman:     A  hundred  per  cent. 
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Mk.  Eaton:     In  other  words,  you  don't  want  a  short  rate  at  all? 

Mb.  Ketchum:  You've  already  got  that.  Many  of  the  roads  have  put 
in  an  80  per  cent  rate.  This  is  not  a  new  thing.  It  is  practically  conceded 
and  has  been. 

Mb.  Eyman:  You  know,  Mr.  Ketchum,  we  have  always  claimed  our 
Iowa  distance  tariff  was  too  low.    We  adopted  it — put  it  in,  under  protest 

Mb.  Ketchum:  But  the  law  provides  that  we  must  put  in  a  Joint 
rate.  When  that  law  was  enacted  it  must  have  meant  something,  because 
the  joint  rate  has  always  been  in  effect.  That  law  does  not  bring  up  any- 
thing new  in  the  Joint  rate,  because  we  have  always  had  a  Joint  rate. 

Mb.  Davis:  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Commissioner,  there  has  been  no 
system  of  uniform  Joint  rates  in  Iowa. 

Mb.  Etman:    You  mean  the  law  has  always  contemplated  Joint  rates? 

Mb.  Ketchum  :  Yes,  sir.  It  is  only  a  question  now  as  to  the  provision 
this  law  is  to  make  a  change  in  the  Joint  rate  so  it  can  be  used.  That  la 
the  reason  there  has  been  no  Joint  rate  used,  although  it  has  been  in. 
You  have  been  acknowledging  a  Joint  rate  heretofore.  The  Joint  rates  have 
been  prohibitive  absolutely.  That  is  the  reason  it  has  not  been  in  force. 
You  have  no  objections  to  making  a  Joint  rate  over  your  railroads  in 
Iowa,  but  at  the  same  time  you  have  always  known  that  those  Joint 
rates  were  prohibitive  in  a  business.  The  business  could  not  be  carried 
at  the  two  Joint  rates.  Now  the  question  came  up  under  this  law,  of 
making  some  change  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  railroads  and 
satisfactory   to   the  shippers.     That   is  what   we   are   up  against. 

Mb.  Eyman:  Well,  I  think  the  other  traffic  men  will  agree  with  me 
that  we  have  labored  honestly  and  conscientiously  and  earnestly  on  this 
proposition,  and  that  is  about  the — as  I  say,  we  have  tried  the  80 
per  cent. 

Mb.  Eaton:  What  are  the  objections,  Mr.  Eyman,  to  a  Joint  rate 
schedule  based  on  a  continuous  mileage,  with  certain  per  cent  added  to 
it  for  the  transfer  charges? 

Mb.  Eyman:  The  trouble  is,  you-  start  with  a  percentage  on  the 
straight  rate,  say  any  per  cent  you  might  start  with  that  would  be  reason- 
able on  the  short  hauls,  would  be  unreasonable  on  the  long  hauls.  If 
you  start  with  one  that  is  reasonable  on  long  hauls,  it  would  be  absolutely 
unreasonable,  from  the  railroad  standpoint,  on  the  short  hauls.  If  you 
start  with  126  per  cent  of  your  Joint  rate  for  ten  miles,  that  would  give 
the  one  line  hauling  that  business  so  little  revenue  that  it  would  be 
non-compensatory. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Why  not  graduate  it? 

Mb.  Eyman:  That  is  Just  the  proposition  I  started  in  on  a  minute 
ago.  When  you  make  a  graduated  scale,  the  minute  you  drop  from  your 
high  percentage  down  to  your  lower  percentage,  then  you  have  made  a 
lower  rate  for  your  longer  distance  than  you  did  for  your  short.  You 
start  with  140  per  cent.  When  you  get  to  40  or  50  or  75  miles  you  drop 
down  to  say  125  per  cent;  then  your  125  per  cent,  say,  for  60  miles,  will 
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be  less  Uum  your  140  per  cent  for  your  50  miles.  You  have  made  a  lower 
rate  for  your  longer  distance  than  you  do  for  your  shorter  distance, 
the  minute  you  try  to  work  out  a  graduated  scale. 

Mb.  E3aton:    Have  you  tried  that? 

Mb.  Etman:  Yes,  I  have  a  number  of  cases  here.  Mr.  Simmons,  I 
believe,  has  twenty-five  or  thirty  different  propositions  that  have  been 
submitted,  that  we  have  worked  on  and  have  made  the  actual  figures,  and 
Mr.  Simmons  will  be  glad  undoubtedly  to  show  those  figures. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Then  it  is  your  opinion  there  is  a  less  objection  to  a 
joint  rate  schedule  based  on  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  two  locals, 
than  based  on  10  per  cent — 

Mb  Etman:  I  would  be  inclined  to  think  there  would  be  less  objection 
to  the  80  per  cent  than  there  would  be  to  the  graduated  scale. 

Mb.  Ethan:  I  don't  think  there  ought  to  be  any  blanket  rate  at  all. 
If  joint  rates  are  made,  I  think  what  would  be  contemplated  in  the  bill 
would  be  a  joint  rate  where  there  was  necessity  for  the  joint  rate.  The 
joint  rate  proposition,  so  far  as  merchandise  is  concerned,  as  has  been 
stated  before,  is  hardly  a  question  of  competition  as  between  communities. 
We  don't  find  any  general  demand  on  the  part  of  the  merchandise  com- 
munities all  over  this  state  for  joint  rates,  but,  as  Mr.  Davis  stated,  there 
are  some  certain  communities  that  would  like  to  get  into  other  com- 
munities and  would  like  to  deprive  some  other  conmiunity  in  that  par- 
ticular locality;  but  there  certainly  cannot  be  any  urgent  necessity  for 
that. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Excuse  me  a  minute.  We  had  that  thought  in  mind 
and  worked  along  that  line  somewhat,  until  we  were  snowed  under  by 
communities.  Now  the  state  is  practically  blanketed.  If  you  will  point 
out  some  communities  that  don't  want  that  rate,  I  would  like  to  see  it 

Mb.  Etman:  I  can  point  you  one  right  now  that  don't  want  it,  and 
that  is,  the  Des  Moines  jobbers  don't  want  any  joint  rate.     (Laughter.) 

Mb.  Ketchum:  That  might  seem  true,  too,  and  yet  the  Des  Moines 
jobbers  are  seeking  right  now  to  get  out  on  the  territory  and  have  called 
my  attention  to  points  where  they  cannot  reach,  so  that  does  not  follow. 
The  Des  Moines  people  do  ask  for  a  joint  rate;  that  is  the  truth  of  it,  yet 
as  a  whole  the  joint  rate  is  not  worth  anything  to  Des  Moines.  But  you 
will  find  there  are  parties  in  this  city  that  do  want  a  joint  rate,  and  you 
will  find  that  in  any  comnMinity,  and  we  are  blanketed  in  Iowa  today. 

Ma  Etman:  Well,  now,  the  joint  rate  on  merchandise  is  not  going 
to  increase  the  tonnage  or  the  business  one  pound. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Suppose  you  were  a  conmiissioner — ^the  Fort  Dodge  people 
come  down  pretty  strong.  They  say  that  Des  Moines,  on  account  of  its 
railroad  facilities,  can  go  right  into  their  own  county  and  take  business 
away  from  them,  because  they  have  got  to  ship  on  two  roads.  Would  you 
go  to  Fort  Dodge  on  the  theory — on  your  theory  would  you  give  Fort 
Dodge  a  joint  rate? 
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Mr.  Eyman:  No,  I  would  noti  because  you  would  be  taking  away  a 
natural  advantage  which  the  other  man  may  have.  I  don't  think  it  is 
intended  that  that  should  be  done. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Isn't  the  same  argument  true  as  to  other  places  you  are 
talking  about  here  in  the  state,  when  you  give  one  man  a  Joint  rate  and 
don't  give  it  to  another? 

Mb.  Eyman:  It  is  true  except  in  this  respect:  If  you  confine  that 
making  of  Joint  rates  to  manufactured  products,  then  of  course  you  will 
probably  meet  some  man  who  is  manufacturing  a  certain  line  of  business 
that  needs  a  broader  market,  and  in  that  way  you  are  helping  the  state 
as  a  whole,  and  helping  this  particular  manufacturer;  but  I  don't  believe 
a  blanket  proposition  covering  a  merchant  of  this  kind,  will  help  the 
people  at  large  one  particle. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Would  you  think  this  Commission  ought  to  select  com- 
munities and  give  them  a  Joint  rate  and  not  give  it  to  others? 

Mb.  Etman:  No,  I  don't  think  you  ought  to  do  that.  I  think  you 
ought  to  confine  the  making  to  cases  where  there  is  an  urgent  necessity 
for  Joint  rates.  I  don't  believe  I  ought  to  answer  that  question  in 
that  way,  because  I  am  not  competent  to  say  to  the  Commission  what  they 
ought  to  do.  But  I  think  that  would  be  the  scope  of  the  making  of  the 
Joint  rate,  that  the  Commission  should  consider  the  necessity  for  making 
that  Joint  rate,  and  whether  it  is  going  to  be  of  a  general  good  to  the 
public  or  not,  when  making  that  Joint  rate. 

Mb.  Ketchum:    What  have  you  to  say  as  to  Clinton  on  the  Joint  rate? 

Mb.  Eyman:     I  don't  think  they  are  suffering. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Davenport  is  not  on  your  line.  What  would  you  think 
of  Davenport? 

Mb.  Eyman:  I  think  Davenport — ^they  have  a  number  of  roads  that 
radiate  out  all  through  their  territory  throughout  the  state. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     Yet  they  are  anxious  to  get  up  onto  your  road. 

Mr.  Eyman:  I  don't  doubt  it.  No  doubt  that  is  true.  A  Joint  rate  on 
a  merchandise  proposition  is  simply  a  trading  proposition;  that  is  all 
it  is. 

Colonel  Palmeb:  Do  you  practice  giving  Joint  rates  in  Iowa  on  the  80 
per  cent  basis? 

Mb,  Eyman:    Are  there  any? 

Colonel  Palmeb:     Do  you  practice  it  on  your  road? 

Mb.  Eyman:     No,  sir;  we  have  no  Joint  rates  locally  in  Iowa. 

Mb.  Ketchum:    You  have  prospered  on  the  80  per  cent  basis  in  Iowa? 

Mb.  Eyman:  Not  since  my  knowledge  of  the  handling  of  Iowa  busi- 
ness. I  don't  know  what  was  done  years  ago,  but  at  the  present  time,  or 
not  since  I  had  anything  to  do  with  the  Iowa  business,  have  we  had 
any  rates  in  on  the  basis  of  80  per  cent  of  the. distance  tariff.  I  would 
say  my  impression  is  we  never  have  had. 
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Ms.  Ketchum:  On  the  basis  of  100  per  cent  of  the  lo<»ls.  I  don't  sup- 
pose that  law  would  have  ever  been  passed;  that  Is,  that  we  would  have 
had  this  law  to  contend  with,  had  they  not  been  seeking  Bome  outlet. 

Mb.  Eyhan:  Well,  probably  not,  but  the  Commission,  In  fixing  the 
basis  of  rates  In  Iowa  fixed  what  they  considered  to  be  a  reasonable  rate. 
We  considered  It  an  unreasonably  low  rate.  Now  you  are  asking  us  to 
suggest  a  basis  of  rates  for  handling  the  business,  which  Is  lower. 

Mb.  Ketghttk:  That  Is  becaut^  you  are  In  the  business.  It  Is  a  very 
complicated  question.  Til  tell  you. 

Mb.  Eyman:  We  found  it  so,  Mr.  Ketchum.  We  figured  on  a  great 
many  propositions. 

Mb.  Davis:  Do  you  know  of  any  territory,  Mr.  Eyman,  that  will  serve 
as  a  system  of  blanket  joint  rates  covering  all  commodities? 

Mb.  Etman:  There  Is  no  territory  through  which  the  Northwestern 
runs  where  we  have  a  blanket  joint  rate.    None  anywhere. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  You  operate  In  no  state  where  the  laws  are  similar 
to  Iowa. 

Mb.  Etman:  We  operate  in  states  where  we  have  a  distance  tariff 
rate, — Illinois,  (for  Instance,  Minnesota  and  Nebraska,  have  a  distance 
tarlft  rate,  but  in  none  of  those  states  has  there  been  any  attempt  to  estab- 
lish a  blanket  Joint  rate  In  connection  with  that  distance  territory  tariff 
rate. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  The  rates  In  Illinois  are  different  from  the  rates  In 
Iowa,  because  it  does  not  throw  down  your  rate  as  It  does  in  Iowa  under 
the  law. 

Mb.  Eaton:     If  you  have  any  more  Information  give  it  to  us. 

Mb.  Eyman:     I  don't  believe  I  have. 

Mb.  Eaton:     You  had  a  numbr  of  papers. 

Mb.  £3yman:  These  figures  cover  our  attempt  to  make  a  Joint  rate 
and  we  ran  up  against  this  stone  wall  In  every  one  of  these  trial  propo- 
sitions— ^we  have  run  up  against  the  stone  wall  of  the  inconsistency  In 
the  tariff  after  we  had  gone  a  certain  distance;  or  the  Inconsistencies  In 
the  relation  between  the  classes  and  all  that,  and  tried  to  work  It  out  on 
a  basis  that  would  give  a — 

Mb.  Eaton:  Any  Inconsistency  except  the  fact  that  at  certain  points 
the  joint  rate,  based  on  an  80  per  cent  schedule,  or  on  a  continuous  mileage, 
would  be  less  than  the  rate  between  the  two  points. 

Mb.  Eyman:  There  may  be  other  Inconsistencies,  but  when  we  struck 
that  one  we  started  on  some  other  proposition. 

Mb.  Eaton:    Do  you  know  of  any  other  Inconsistencies? 
Mb*  Eyman:     I  don't  know. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Is  there  any  reason  why  that  could  not  be  provided  for 
by  an  exception? 
19 
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Mb.  Eyman:  The  only  objection  to  that  is,  that  on  your  long  haul 
business  you  are  applying  a  flat  Iowa  distance  tariff,  while  on  the  other 
you  are  applying  your  80  per  cent  of  the  two  locals. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     That  Is  in  certain  instances? 

Mb.  Etman:     Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  Davis:  Mr.  Eyman,  when  you  apply  the  continuous  mileage  on 
a  joint  rate,  that  means  cutting  the  present  tariff — 20  per  cent  reduction 
on  the  present  tariff. 

Mb.  Eyman:  That  means  making  your  100  per  cent  rate  your  joint 
rate. 

Mb.  Davis:  It  means  a  division  of  that  between  two  roads,  which 
makes  less  to  each  road  than  if  they  had  an  individual  haul. 

Mb.  Btman:    Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Had  you  figured  on  a  continuous  mileage  basis  as  to 
what  percentages  ought  to  be  added  for  a  graduated  scale  to  make  it  sub- 
stantially equivalent  to  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  two  locals? 

Mb.  Eyman:  No,  sir;  I  didn't  do  that  because  you  would  have  to 
change  that  percentage  with  every  different  mileage.  There  are  so  many 
different  combinations.  You  take  150  miles  and  you  can  divide  that  Into 
thirty,  or  forty,  or  fifty  different  ways.  If  you  divide  that  with  even 
figures  on  one  side,  that  makes  one  result;  if  you  divide  it  with  twenty 
miles  on  one  side  and  180  miles  on  another  side,  that  makes  another 
result,  and  so  on.  You  can  make  as  many  different  bases  of  rates  on 
figuring  that  way  as  you  have  different  mileages,  and  we  tried  that  in 
many  instances  by  taking  the  actual  mileage,  and  doing  that  will  give 
you  125  per  cent  of  first  class  and  90  per  cent  fifth  class  rate  of  Class 
"A"  or  Class  "B."  Mr.  Simmons  has  more  exhaustive  figures  upon  that 
proposition. 

Mb.  Simmons:  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  don't  find  those  figures  in  my  bunch 
there. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Who  Is  the  next  gentleman? 

Mb.  Davis:  Mr.  Eaton,  we  had  agreed  on  no  program.  Mr.  Hamblin 
is  here  representing  the  Burlington,  Mr.  Keepers  of  the  Illinois  Central, 
Mr.  Watson  of  the  Great  Western,  and  Messrs.  Simmons  and  Wright  here 
for  the  Rock  Island. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Is  there  any  gentleman  here  that  has  any  added  informa- 
tion to  give  us  on  those  two  propositions?  How  to  put  in  a  joint  rate 
and  what  it  ought  to  be?    Much  obliged  to  Mr.  Eyman. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Mr.  Tittemore,  you  have  undoubtedly  been  figuring 
on  this  since  you  have  been  here. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  I  thought  I  would  not  say  anything  this  time.  I 
did  Bay  to  Mr.  Eaton  the  last  time  I  was  here  that  I  would  take  our 
abstracts  and  go  over  them  and  undertake  to  find  out  just  how  the  dif- 
ferent bases  that  had  been  suggested  would  affect  us.     I  put  two  men  at 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS  291 

It,  who  took  our  abstracts  for  six  months,  got  up  as  far  as  six  or  eight 
thousand  shipments  at  the  different  Junction  points,  and  then  found  I 
would  have  to  know  each  consignee  in  order  to  find  out  whether  the  ship- 
ment shopped  at  that  junction  point,  or  went  beyond;  and  that  stopped 
it.  I  could  not  determine  for  myself  the  loss  to  the  companies  I  represent, 
or  the  gain.  If  you  will,  with  an  80  per  cent  or  140  per  cent  or  125  per 
cent.  Personally  I  sympathize  with  the  Ck)nmiis8lon,  because  I  feel  that 
they  have  been  pretty  lenient  with  us.  That  Ib,  they  have  given  us  plenty 
of  time  to  solve  the  proposition  if  it  could  be  solved.  I  think  the  Com- 
mission know  Just  about  where  I  would  stand  on  the  Joint  rate  proposition. 
I  would  like  to  see,  if  we  must  have  anythng — or,  in  other  words,  if 
there  is  an  order  to  come  from  the  Commission,  the  Iowa  Central  road 
would  be  least  hurt,  and  I  believe  more  people  would  be  benefited  by  the 
80  per  cent  proposition  than  any  other.  I  am  not  saying  that  is  the 
only  thing,  because  it  can  not  be  figured  out  by  any  living  man  until  it 
is  tried,  and  if  I  had  my  way  about  it  I  would  say  I  would  like  to  accept 
under  protest,  because  the  board  of  directors  of  our  railroad  might  say, 
"You  didn't  know  what  you  were  talking  about,"  and  I  must  admit  to  a 
certain  extent  I  don't.  It  is  a  trial — it  Ib  a  new  proposition.  I  never  was 
placed  before  where  I  had  to  figure  out  a  Joint  rate.  Now,  if  the  Shenan- 
doah people  were  to  ask  me  for  a  rate  to  all  points  north  on  my  line  from 
Albia  on  a  manufactured  article,  I  might  say,  "I  will  make  you  a  Joint  rate, 
a  zone  rate,  on,  say,  stock  food."  I  don't  know  what  the  classification 
for  stock  food  is.  I  would  say  we  would  Join  the  Burlington  in  the  40 
or  50  per  cent  rate,  and  we  will  take  so  much  of  the  rate,  but  that  can 
not  be  done  under  your  Iowa  system,  because  the  first  thing  you  know,  we 
would  be  cutting  our  revenue  in  two  because  we  let  everybody  else  come 
in,  and  then  all  of  our  shippers  go  over  onto  the  other  road  and  the 
rivalry  of  shippers  in  conununities  would  change  the  entire  face  of  the 
map  of  Iowa  when  you  come  to  put  in  a  blanket  rate  based  on  a  continu- 
ous mileage.  Therefore,  I  have  thought  if  we  were  to  get  the  80  per  cent,  if 
that  is  not  what  we  should  have,  if  that  is  not  the  best  thing  for  the 
people,  if  it  is  not  the  best  thing  in  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission, 
then  it  is  not  the  thing  the  law  contemplated  it  should  be.  Lets  change 
it.    It  can  be  changed. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Suppose  an  experiment  was  tried  and  it  was  made  tenta- 
tive to  a  certain  extent.  How  long  a  time  would  it  be  necessary  to  fix» 
if  we  were  to  fix  a  time,  to  give  it  a  fair  trial? 

Mb.  Ttttemore:  I  should  say  nearly  six  months  if  you  were  going  to 
begin  at  this  time  as  an  experiment,  because  you  see  your  grain  and  coal 
don't  begin  to  move  for  sometime  later,  and  I  should  say  six  months  at 
least.  I  don't  believe  in  the  three  months  idea,  because  I  don't  believe 
that  would  be  satisfactory.  Three  months  represents  a  season,  as  it  were, 
and  six  months  represents  two  seasons — gives  you  a  better  average.  I 
am  not  suggesting  that,  but  that  is  the  way  it  has  occurred  to  me.  I  under- 
stand that  we  have  got  to  have  a  Joint  rate  under  this  law.  I  would  like 
to  see  it  on  commodities  alone;  I  would  like  to  see  it  on  manufactured 
articles  isdone;  but,  as  you  said  a  while  ago,  you  are  giving  to  one  com- 
munity something  that  you  have  not  given  to  the  other,  and  many  of  your 
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manfuctured  articles  come  under  your  inerchandifle  dass,  so  that  by  the 
time  you  meet  all,  you  hare  got  a  blanket  over  the  State  of  Iowa,  In  any 
event.  You  can  not  avoid  it  under  your  law,  and  if  the  law  proves  to  be 
confiscatory,  six  months  will  show  it  and  the  Commission  will  probably 
be  able  to  handle  it  satisfactorily  to  the  state  and  railroads  both.  If  not, 
the  courts  would.  I  have  nothing  new,  and  the  only  reason  I  made  this 
statement,  Mr.  Eaton,  was  because  I  told  you  I  would  try  to  get  some 
information  that  I  found  absolutely  impracticable  to  get. 

Mb.  Kxtohitm:    Your  view  Is,  80  per  cent  would  be  about  fair? 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  I  have  never  said  that,  because  I  don't  know;  but 
I  do  say  this:  that  It  is  the  fairest  thing  we  feel  we  could  accept  from 
the  Commission  for  the  Iowa  Central  Railroad  and  the  Minneapolis  ft 
Saint  Louis. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     As  an  experiment? 

Mb.  TiTTESdLOBE:  As  an  experiment.  I  believe  it  is  the  least  harmful 
to  the  railroads  and  will  do  the  most  good  to  the  people  until  such  time 
as  we  can  get  more  light  on  the  subject,  because  if  they  wait  six  months 
we  keep  on  talking  and  taking  evidence  Just  as  we  have — it  is  speculative, 
every  word  of  it  and  every  figure,  and  it  will  be  Just  as  much  so  six 
months  from  now  as  today.  It  is  purely  speculative.  No  such  condition 
has  every  confronted  the  traffic  men  before. 

Colonel  Palmeb:  Mr.  Eyman,  did  you  find  out  in  your  figuring  what 
per  cent  of  your  shipments  would  take  this  Joint  rate  in  case  we  would 
put  in  a  Joint  rate  as  is  suggested  here  by  Mr.  Tittemore,  80  per  cent? 
What  per  cent  of  the  tonnage  would  get  away  from  you  in  that  way? 

Mb.  Eyman:  That  is  problematical.  That  is.  a  matter  for  the  courts. 
I  could  not  answer  that  question  definitely,  because  I  could  not  tell  to  what 
extent  the  Jobbing  communities  located  on  some  of  the  lines  might  want 
to  go  into  the  territory  now  served  by  Jobbing  interests  that  are  not  on 
their  lines.  Waterloo  might  want  to  go  into  the  territory  of  Cedar  Rapids, 
and  Cedar  Rapids  into  the  territory  of  Des  Moines,  and  so  on;  so  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  give  an  answer  to  a  question  of  that  kind.  I  will 
say  this,  that  a  Joint  rate  on  the  basis  of  80  per  cent  of  the  two  locals, 
makes,  of  course,  a  higher  rate  than  your  local  distance  tariff  penalty  for 
the  Joint  rate.  I  don't  know  to  what  extent  it  would  move,  but  whatever 
did  move  on  the  Joint  rate  would  displace  that  same  amount  of  business 
elsewhere.  It  would  not  give  any  new  business  to  the  Northwestern,  and 
whatever  did  move  would  displace  more  or  less  business  that  is  now 
handled  from  other  roads. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Some  of  the  gentlemen  have  stated  that  10  per  cent  of 
the  business  would  be  affected,  and  some  15  per  cent. 

Mb.  Eyman:  I  think  a  very  much  greater  percentage  than  that  would 
be  affected,  provided  the  rate  is  made  blanket. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Any  other  gentleman— any  other  representative  of  the 
shippers  that  has  anything  new  to  add  to  this  discussion  by  way  of  facte, 
will  be  glad  to  have  them. 
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Mb.  Tubnet:  I  have  nothing  to  add  except  as  to  Mr.  Eyman's  sug- 
gestion here  in  regard  to  the  diyision  on  an  80  per  cent  basis  on  a  long 
haul  and  a  short  haul.  As  I  interpret  the  law,  the  law  does  not  mean 
a  short  haul  should  be  divided  on  the  basis  of  80  per  cent  of  the  long  haul, 
but  that  is  between  the  railroad  companies,  and  it  is  unfair  to  pick  out 
examples  of  that  kind.  So  far  I  haven't  got  any  more  information  and 
I  have  not  changed  my  mind  very  much  from  the  other  hearings  that  we 
have  had  before.  I  have  felt  all  the  time,  in  fact,  I  think  80  per  cent  too 
high  on  a  great  many  commodities.  The  question  is,  whether  this  Com- 
mission wants  to  make  two  percentages  or  not,  or  more  than  one  per- 
centage. It  is  a  question  in  my  mind  whether  that  would  be  advisable, 
because  it  would  help  to  complicate  the  matter  of  rate  making.  Now,  they 
can  talk  about  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  two  locals,  or  80  per  cent  of  two 
localB,  being  less  than  the  straight  mileage.  They  don't  take  into  con- 
sideration that  the  straight  mileage  is  too  high  on  the  long  haul.  There 
are  jumps  in  there  on  the  rate  of  16  cents  a  hundred  miles  on  first  class, 
and  you  can't  find  any  mileage  schedule  in  this  country  where  It  jumps 
that  high.  I  have  always  taken  the  position  that  it  is  fair  to  us  shippers 
in  Iowa,  and  is  not  unfair  to  the  railroad  companies,  that  the  present 
schedule  on  the  long  haul  should  be  reduced;  then  you  put  in  your  80 
per  cent  and  the  objection  that  has  been  raised  here  is  overcome.  The 
law  plainly  states  that  we  are  to  take  into  consideration  the  interstate 
rate,  and  you  have  tariffs  on  file  of  the  interstate  rates  that  have  been 
submitted,  that  80  per  cent  is  a  whole  lot  higher  than  interstate  rates 
for  the  same  distance.  Mr.  Watson,  you  have  not  been  with  us  lately. 
Have  you  anything  to  add? 

Mb.  Watson:     I  have  nothing  to  add. 

Mb.  J.  C.  Davis:  Before  this  matter  is  finally  concluded,  there  is  one 
suggestion  I  want  to  make  on  behalf  of  the  Northwestern  Railroad,  and 
that  iB  a  suggestion  that  if  the  rate  is  put  in  it  must  be  a  blanket  rate 
on  all  commodities.  It  has  not  appealed  to  us  that  they  stand  on  the  same 
basis,  or  that  all  commodities  ought  to  receive  the  same  consideration. 
You  take,  for  instance,  articles  that  would  come  under  the  general  term  of 
drygoods,  groceries  and  hardware.  Ab  a  general  proposition  Iowa  pro- 
duces none  of  those  articles.  There  may  be  exceptions,  but  as  a  general 
proposition  all  the  towns  get  their  supplies  from  outside  of  the  state. 
They  all  get  them  at  a  uniform  price.  For  instance,  you  take  Cedar 
Rapids,  Waterloo,  Marshalltown,  Ottumwa  and  Des  Moines,  and  all  the 
jobbing  houses,  they  all  get  their  supplies  practically  at  the  same  cost 
told  down  in  the  town.  Now,  is  there  any  reason  why  the  community 
business  that  has  been  built  up  here  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  under  the 
protection  of  the  law,  should  be  destroyed?  Is  there  any  controlling  in- 
terest? Take,  for  instance,  a  man  that  is  manufacturing  wagons  down  in 
Fairfield;  he  may  require  a  larger  territory,  but  the  man  who  is  selling 
groceries  in  Burlington  can  not  offer  any  better  inducement  to  the  pur- 
chasers than  in  Des  Moines.  They  are  not  purchased  here  in  Iowa  and 
it  costs  about  the  same  to  lay  them  down.  Now,  the  hearings  have 
developed  a  decided  difference  of  opinion  among  the  jobbers  of  Iowa  as  to 
whether  or  not  they  want  joint  rates.    Des  Moines  has  not  been  the  only 
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jobbing  center  that  has  questioned  it.  I  don't  believe  It  was  before  this 
Commission,  but  I  remember  when  this  joint  rate  bill  was  up,  Mr.  Letts, 
a  jobber  from  Marshalltown,  said  he  was  entirely  undecided  whether 
they  wanted  joint  rates  or  not.  Mr.  Llchty,  of  Waterloo,  was  here,  and 
took  the  ground  that  he  didn't  want  the  joint  rate  as  a  jobbing  grocery 
house,  and  If  an  experiment  is  to  be  tried  we  certainly  very  strenuously 
insist  that  it  be  tried  on  certain  specific  commodities,  and  commodities 
that  need  a  wider  market,  rather  than  upon  those  that  each  conununlty 
that  deals  in  them  can  furnish  Its  own  territory  with  equal  facility  with 
any  other  community.  Take  the  item  of  brick  and  tile;  take  coal,  that 
Is  only  purchased  in  one  part  of  the  state;  take  articles  like  wagons,  that 
are  manufactured  from  raw  materials  that  come  from  outside  of  the  state; 
there  is  an  argument  to  be  used. 

Mb.  Eaton:     What  do  you  say  to  saddlery  or  hardware? 

Mb.  Davis:  I  should  say  that  saddlery  and  hardware  should  come 
under  the  same  category  as  drugs  and  groceries,  because  we  don't  produce 
any  of  It  In  Iowa.  We  have  no  Iron  here  In  Iowa.  We  have  got  to 
bring  it  from  a  distant  point.  It  comes  outside,  and  the  different  jobbing 
centers  can  practically  lay  the  hardware  down  as  cheap  as  their  rivals  can. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Saddlery  needs  a  very  much  wider  territory  to  do  busi- 
ness in  than  groceries.    Would  you  make  any  distinction  between  them? 

Mb.  Davis:  I  would  not  in  the  first  Instance,  because  you  can  get  those 
supplies  at  about  the  same  rate  from  outside  the  state,  and  if  you  are 
going  to  try  an  experiment  it  ought  to  be  in  a  limited  way  so  that  if 
It  is  disastrous  the  disaster  will  be  limited. 

Mb.  Eaton:    What  would  you  say  about  butter  tubs? 

Mb.  Davis:  I  would  say  that  butter  tubs  are  an  article — there  are 
probably  very  few  butter  tub  factories  in  Iowa.  The  same  way  in  regard 
to  sugar  factories.  Waverly  has  its  sugar  factory,  probably  the  only  one 
in  the  state. 

Mb.  Eaton:    There  are  a  great  many  butter  tub  factories  In  the  state. 

Mb.  Davis:  I  could  not  tell  you  about  butter  tubs,  because  I  am  not 
posted;  but  If  they  are  a  matter  that  are  peculiar  to  certain  conmi unities, 
and  they  need  a  wider  field  to  go  in,  and  it  does  not  Interfere  with  any 
other  conununlty  engaged  in  their  manufacture,  give  butter  tubs  a  show; 
but  we  certainly  would  protest  against  a  general  blanket  joint  rate  covering 
all  commodities  the  railroads  are  obliged  to  haul. 

Mb.  Eaton:  I  have  been  thinking  a  good  deal  along  that  line.  The 
difficulty  that  has  occurred  to  me  is,  how  can  we  possibly  determine  how 
much  territory  each  particular  jobbing .  house  ought  to  have,  and  how 
can  we  protect  it? 

Mb.  Davis:  You  can  determine  that  by  commodities,  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner. For  instance,  if  you  gave  wagon  factories  a  joint  rate,  that  would 
not  interfere  with  the  grocers'  right. 
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Mr.  Ketchum:  Suppose  we  make  that  rate  a  joint  rate  on  the  basis 
of  80  per  cent,  as  an  experiment  for  six  months — ^wouldn't  all  these 
matters  develop  themselves? 

Mb.  Davis:    You  mean  make  it  on  all  commodities? 

Mb.  Ketchum:     Yes. 

Mr.  Davis:  You  would  simply  destroy  all  the  business  centers  in  Iowa. 
You  take  your  Marshalltown  jobber,  and  at  the  end  of  six  months  he 
might  have  lost  all  of  his  trade,  or  he  may  have  taken  away  the  trade 
from  the  Cedar  Rapids  jobber;  and  to  determine  whether  you  can  make  a 
system  of  joint  rates  apply  In  Iowa,  it  certainly  Is  not  necessary  to  make 
it  cover  every  commodity  we  haul. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  You  don't  get  into  quite  as  close  communication  with 
those  jobbers  at  Marshalltown  as  I  do  on  that  point 

Mb.  Davis:  I  have  no  doubt,  but  I  remember  very  distinctly  that  Mr. 
Letts  was  here  before  the  Railroad  Commission. 

Mb.  Ketchum  :  He  has  been  represented  here  two  or  three  times  since 
then. 

Mb.  Davis:  When  he  was  here  we  had  a  hearing  before  the  Railroad 
Committee  of  the  House.  He  very  distinctly  said  It  was  a  very  serious 
matter  whether  the  merchants  needed  joint  rates.  Of  course  I  under- 
stand there  are  some  communities  that  might  be  benefited,  but  take  the 
state  as  a  whole  and  it  seems  a  very  doubtful  proposition,  not  only  whether 
they  are  entitled  to  it,  but  whether  they  are  asking  for  It. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Mr.  Ketchum  suggests  Mr.  Martin. 

Mb.  Mabtin:  I  don't  believe  I  have  anything  to  add  to  what  I  have 
already  said  before  the  Conmiission.  I  don't  quite  agree  with  Mr.  Davis. 
I  think  the  jobbers  of  the  state  are  entitled  to  joint  rates  as  much  as 
manufacturers.  There  is  one  thing  about  the  joint  rates  which  always 
puzzles  me.  We  have  manufacturers  over  in  Dubuque  who  are  also  job- 
bers. Take  the  manufacturer  of  shoes^  he  also  jobs  shoes.  I  don't  see 
how  the  Commission  can  make  one  rate  on  the  shoes  he  manufactures  and 
another  rate  on  the  shoes  he  jobs,  and  so  far  as  the  joint  rate  settling 
the  business  conditions  in  the  state,  I  don't  believe  that  is  so.  I  think 
each  jobbing  community  is  able  to  take  care  of  Itself.  What  we  are  look- 
ing at  more  than  anything  else,  is  the  outside  competition.  Take  it  on 
the  road  Mr.  Davis  represents.  We  have  joint  rates  on  every  point  on 
the  North- Western  road  except  stations  in  Iowa.  Now,  why  shouldn't  we 
have  joint  rates  to  points  on  the  North-Westem  in  Iowa? 

Mb.  Eaton:     Is  the  same  true  of  all  the  other  roads? 

Mb.  Mabtin:  Practically  all  the  other  roads  in  the  western  part  of 
the  state. 

Mb.  Eaton:    Joint  rate  on  the  Illinois  Central  outside  of  the  state? 

Mb.  Mabtin:    Yes,  sir;  I  mean  pretty  near  every  road  in  the  West. 

Mb.  Keepebs:     These  joint  rates  are  made  by  the  railroads. 
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Mb.  Paxtl  Abbenz:  I  don't  know  that  I  have  anything  more  to  add  to 
what  information  has  been  already  given  the  Commission  by  our  repre- 
sentatives, but  we  feel  like  we,  as  manufacturers,  are  entitled  to  a  Joint 
rate  in  the  state  of  lowa^  and  we  feel  that  we  could  not  well  exclude  other 
shippers  from  participating  in  the  benefits;  that  it  would  be  unfair  to 
make  a  rate  for  one  community  as  against  another,  or  one  individueJ  as 
against  another. 

Mr.  Wbioht:  Have  you  ever  considered  how  the  Joint  rates  in  Iowa 
would  reduce  the  revenues  in  Iowa? 

Mb.  Abbenz:  I  could  not  well  figure  it  out,  because  I  don't  know  how 
much  Joint  business  is  done,  although  the  statement  has  been  made,  I 
believe,  by  representatives  of  the  road,  that  only  from  10  to  15  per  cent 
of  the  business  in  Iowa  was  Joint  rate. 

Mb.  Wbight:  I  was  wondering  if  you  had  any  idea  how  much  the 
railroads  would  lose  by  giving  this  concession  you  are  asking— concession 
or  reduction  in  rates;  that  is  all  it  means. 

Mb.  Abbenz:  Well,  it  is  done  in  our  neighbor  states,  and  you  give 
it  to  people  who  come  in  competition  with  us  from  outside  the  state. 

Mb.  Wbioht:  Do  you  think  that  under  the  present  schedule  that  rail- 
roads are  earning  an  excessive  amount  on  business  terminating  in  Iowa? 

Mb.  Abbenz:  Well,  as  I  look  at  it,  it  is  a  matter  of  comparison  with 
what  is  being  done  in  other  places,  and  by  the  same  railroads  in  other 
states. 

Mb.  Wbioht:  What  I  was  after  was  whether  or  not  you  had  any  idea 
of  how  much  the  revenue  of  the  railroads  in  Iowa  would  be  reduced  if 
we  gave  the  Joint  rates  which  you  ask.  You  ought  to  have  that  in  con- 
sideration, because  when  you  are  asking  us  to  reduce  our  revenues  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  you,  you  ought  to  have  in  mind  something  about 
how,  much  we  are  going  to  lose. 

Mb.  Abbenz:  Let  me  ask  a  question  in  reply  to  that.  Have  you  ever 
considered  what  the  shippers  of  Iowa  are  losing  to  the  railroad  companies 
on  business,  on  their  raw  material,  for  instance? 

Mb.  Wbight:  I  don't  know  anything  about  that.  That  is  something 
this  Commlsson  hasn't  anything  to  do  with. 

Mb.  Abbenz:  I  admit  that,  but  we  are  not  getting  on  in  rates,  such 
favorable  rates  as  our  competitors  are  getting  on  the  outside. 

Mb.  Davis:  Well,  you  are  an  officer  of  the  Iowa  Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation, are  you  not,  Mr.  Arbenz? 

Mb.  Abbenz:     Yes,  sir;  I  am  an  officer  of  the  committee. 

Mb.  Davis:  Have  you  gentlemen  taken  up,  in  asking  Joint  rates,  the 
first  question  as  to  the  present  compensation  that  the  railroads  are  re- 
ceiving from  business  which  originates  and  terminates  in  Iowa?  Could 
you  say  that  was  excessive?  Second,  have  you  made  any  sort  of  an 
estimate,  as  Mr.  Wright  suggested,  what  this  Joint  rate  would  lose  to  the 
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railroads  if  it  was  put  into  effect,  or  have  you  simi^iy  looked  at  it  from 
the  needs  of  your  own  business,  without  considering  the  effect  it  would 
have  on  ours? 

Mb.  Abbenz:  It  has  come  up  to  us  that  we  are  not  favorably  situated 
to  compete  with  our  outside  competition,  and  we  are  not  getting  the  same 
rates  that  our  competitors  are  in  other  states,  nor  the  same  territory  on 
business  originating  outside  of  the  state  and  coming  into  the  state.  It 
is  a  matter  of  comparison.    I  don't  see  how  we  can  do  otherwise. 

Mb.  Davis:  That  is  tho  entire  basis  of  your  demand, — is  the  matter  of 
comi>arison  with  other  rates,  and  not  the  effect  that  this  demand  you 
make  upon  us  would  have  upon  our  business? 

Mb.  Abbenz:  Well,  not  having  access  to  your  earning  figures  on 
Iowa  business,  it  would  be  pretty  hard  for  me  to  answer  that  question 
intelligently. 

Mb.  Davis:  There  are  two  published  reports  filed  of  that  every  year 
in  Iowa. 

Mb.  Abbeinz:  They  should  be  informed  before.  I  will  put  that  inquiry 
to  them. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  Does  your  association  consider  the  profits  and  losses 
that  have  occurred  because  they  have  not  had  those  rates  in  the  past? 
Have  they  figured  the  amount  of  profit  and  loss  If  the  concession  is  made, 
or  was  it  merely  a  question  of  comparison? 

Mb.  Abbenz:  I  can  speak  for  myself.  It  has  been  largely  a  question 
of  comparison.  I  would  rather  have  someone  else  on  the  committee 
answer  the  rest  of  it. 

Mb.  Eaton:  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Wright  the  same  question  he 
asks  Mr.  Arbenz:  What  would  be  the  loss  to  the  railroads  of  Iowa  if  we 
should  put  in  a  blanket  Joint  rate  of  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  two 
locals? 

Mb.  Wbiqht:     I  don't  know. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Then  it  isn't  fair  to  ask  these  gentlemen  if  you  don't 
know. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  The  railroads  in  Iowa  would  lose  the  same  amount  of 
money  they  would  have  to  pay  the  other  roads  for  carrying  the  business. 
That  should  be  whatever  you  state,  25  per  cent  or  30  per  cent  or  50  per 
cent,  whatever  our  division  was  on  the  Joint  rate  with  the  line  we  gave 
it  to;  that  would  be  our  loss  and  it  would  be  their  gain.  It  would  be  Just 
simply  that  much  loss  to  the  railroads. 

Mb.  Abbenz:    How  do  you  stand  that  loss  in  other  places? 

Mb.  Hamblin:  I  don't  know  as  we  have  any  situation  in  other  places 
exactly  as  you  have,  or  want  to  have.    I  didn't  intend  to  mix  up  in  this. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  I  don't  like  to  be  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Hamblin,  but, 
take  our  road,  we  might  make  something  out  of  this  joint  rate  proposition. 
The  question  of  interstate  Joint  rates — if  you  make  a  Joint  rate  you  make 
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it  to  develop  and  increase  your  business,  to  meet  competition,  and  all 
tliat  sort  of  thing.  Now,  it  will  have  that  effect  in  this  state  If  it  is  not 
a  blanket,  and  if  we  could  make  it  on  commodities,  and  where  the  ne- 
cessity exists,  I  think  there  is  no  doubt  it  would  be  one  of  the  best  things 
in  the  world  for  Iowa;  but  when  you  come  to  the  blanket  proposition,  no 
man  can  tell.  It  means  a  reduction  to  that  extent,  but  I  am  not  so  sure 
of  that  so  far  as  some  roads  are  concerned. 

Mb.  Asbenz:  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Hamblin  why  our  request  for 
joint  rates  on  our  commodity  was  ignored.  I  don't  mean  to  be  im- 
pertinent at  all — I  don't  want  him  to  take  it  that  way;  I  would  Just  like 
to  know,  if  he  cares  to  give  the  reason  for  it.  Now,  we  asked  for  joint 
rates  on  our  commodity,  agricultural  implements. 

Mb.  Hamblin:     What  do  you  mean,  Ottumwa? 

Mb.  Abbenz:     Ottumwa  and  points  in  the  state. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  I  didn't  know  that  had  been  refused.  I  understood  the 
Commissioners  were  going  to  consider  your  proposition  as  far  as  joint 
rates  are  concerned,  as  well  as  any  other.  I  think  the  position  that  the 
Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  has  taken  through  all  of  these  hearings, 
is  that  If  there  were  any  joint  rates  at  all,  it  should  be  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  agricultural  implements,  and  nothing  more,  because  there  is  about 
so  much  traffic  that  is  going  to  be  handled  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  of  all 
kinds,  by  the  Iowa  people.  You  may  distribute  that  if  you  wish  to,  but 
you  can't  add  to  the  tonnage,  and  whatever  you  take  from  one  road  on  a 
joint  rate,  comes  from  that  road  itself. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Since  the  passage  of  this  law  have  you  ever  had  any 
applications  for  a  joint  rate  on  agricultural  implements? 

Mb.  Hamblin:  Not  that  I  know  of.  And  another  thing.  It  Is  a  ques- 
tion whether  we  would  ever  consider  it.  You  mean  since  the  joint  rate 
proposition? 

Mb.  Eaton:     I  mean  since  the  passage  of  this  law. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  Well,  I  don't  believe  the  railroads  have  ever  consid- 
ered they  had  the  right  to  do  that  before  this  joint  rate  was  considered, 
because  the  traffic  men  have  been  told  by  the  lawyers  tha4^  any  rate  that 
they  might  put  into  effect  for  any  distance  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  would 
apply  over  the  whole  state  for  the  same  number  of  miles  on  the  same 
commodities.    That  is  what  we  have  always  understood  the  Iowa  law  to  be. 

Mb.  Abbenz:  A  question  has  been  asked  here  which  would  seem  to 
put  the  shippers,  and  particularly  the  Iowa  Manufacturers  Association, 
in  the  light  of  demanding  something  that  would  be  unfair  to  the  railroad 
companies.  I  don't  know  whether  that  was  the  intention  or  not,  but 
it  struck  me  that  way,  putting  us  in  that  light  It  has  been  the  policy 
in  all  of  our  meetings;  we  have  tried  to  make  it  the  keynote  in  dealing 
with  this  question,  to  try  and  be  fair  with  the  railroad  companies.  We 
don't  want  to  put  in  any  confiscatory  rate,  and  our  association — our  com- 
mittee— ^has  never  had  any  such  thing  in  mind;  but  the  reason  I  bring  this 
up  at  this  time,  is  that  it  seemed  to  me  to  leave  the  impression  a  while 
ago  that  that  was  what  was  being  done  by  our  association. 
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Mb.  Davis:     I  didn't  Intend  it  that  way. 

Mb.  Wbioht:  I  asked  because  I  understood  you  to  base  the  result  in 
favor  of  the  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  two  locals.  I  Just  wondered  whether 
you  figured  how  much  our  loss  would  be  under  that,  because  we  are  bound 
to  lose  some. 

Mb.  Abbenz:  We  have  taken  the  position  that  the  increase  in  the 
amount  of  business  done  would  more  than  make  up  for  any  reduction. 

Mb.  Wbight:  We  can't  handle  any  more  business  in  Iowa  than  we  do. 
The  joint  rates  won't  increase  the  amount  of  stuff  we  handle  in  Iowa. 
We  will  handle  precisely  the  same. 

Mb.  Abbenz:  I  don't  believe  that  is  true  in  regard  to  manufactured 
products. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  What  reason — for  instance,  if  we  should  lose  in  the 
State  of  Iowa — that  is,  whatever  we  would  get  in  here,  do  you  think  we 
would  lose  it  in  some  other  portion  of  the  country  where  we  serve?  For 
instance,  would  Iowa  buy  any  more  implements  on  account  of  joint  rates? 

Mb.  Abbenz:     We  think  the  demand  will  increase  right  along. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  That  is  natural,  yes.  You  would  not  expect  the  gen- 
eral country  to  take  any  more  implements  because  of  Joint  rates  in  the 
State  of  Iowa,  would  you? 

Mb.  Abbenz:  I  don't  know  whether  we  would  lose  any  business  from 
outside,  but  I  tell  you  it  don't  look  right  to  us  to  see  points  outside  the 
state,  and  much  farther  away  from  the  consumer  than  we  are,  coming 
in  on  a  much  better  comparative  rate. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  I  think  that  is  true,  but  what  I  was  getting  at  was  this 
question  in  regard  to  whether  the  railroad  company  would  lose  or  make 
money  by  joint  rates  in  Iowa. 

Mb. :     It  seems  this  question  is  answered.    Now,  what  we  in  the 

state  are  asking  for  is  a  fair  chance  with  the  outside.  We  think  we  are 
discriminated  against  over  Kansas  City  and  points  in  Missouri  shipping 
up  into  Iowa.  That  is  really  the  object  of  our  coming  to  you  and  asking 
for  a  rate.  We  think  the  rate  they  have  established  is  self-evident  of 
the  fact  that  they  can  ship  it  cheaper,  and  we  are  entitled  to  a  cheaper 
rate,  or  a  Joint  rate.  That  is  what  the  manufacturers  of  the  State  of 
Iowa  are  suffering  under  now,  is  the  man  that  is  over  the  line.  He  ships 
and  reaches  the  same  destination,  he  comes  a  hundred  or  two  hundred 
miles  further,  and  he  gets  a  less  rate  than  we  have  to  pay  in  Iowa.  We 
think  we  ought  to  have  a  fair  chance  on  a  Joint  rate,  to  reach  our  cus- 
tomers and  do  business  in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mb.  Abbevz:  That  brings  back  the  point  of  foreign  competition  we 
spoke  about  a  while  ago. 

Mb.  C.  B.  Platt,  of  Van  Meter  Drain  &  Tile  Works:  I,  for  our  com- 
pany, have  written  your  Commission  at  different  times  requesting  that  a 
joint  rate  be  put  into  effect  for  tile.  At  that  time  I  believe  that  I  had  in 
mind  benefits  same  as  a  great  many  other  shippers  in  the  State  of  Iowa 
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had  In  asking  this  Joint  rate.  Since  your  last  meeting  I  have  taken  up  the 
subject  of  80  per  cent,  thinking  probably  that  would  be  what  would  come 
before  the  shippers  to  consider;  and  in  every  instance  it  would  work  to 
our  detriment.  We  cannot  find  a  point  where  it  would  do  us  any  good, 
and  we  find  on  a  majority  of  our  present  territory  that  it  will  let  on  four 
or  five  competitors. 

Ma.  Eaton:     What  kind  of  a  Joint  rate  do  you  want? 

Mb.  Platt:  Anything  I  could  say  to  you  here  would  be  simply  as  a 
matter  of  selfishness.  To  ask  anything  in  this  connection  would  be  simply 
a  matter  of  sel^shness.  I  don't  want  to  ask  anything.  What  our  com- 
pany wants  is  to  let  it  stay  where  it  is.    We  don't  want  any  Joint  rates. 

Mb.  Eaton:    You  want  to  withdraw  your  application,  then? 

Mb.  Platt:     Yes,  we  do;  but  there  is  a  little  thing  that  I  don't  be- 
lieve the  others  have  considered.    I  have  taken  their  distances  and  com- 
pared them.    It  has  not  been  just  simply  our  own  case,  but  I  have  taken 
cases  of  other  people  whom  I  know  to  be  in  favor  of  an  80  per  cent  rate, 
where  they  would  get  more  competition  by  that  than  they  would  gain  by 
going  into  other  markets.    Now,  the  question  that  comes  up  in  my  mind, 
is  this:  Isn't  this  revolutionary  entirely  in  the  railroad  business?    Now, 
we  are  on  a  certain  line  of  railroad  and  we  have  got  a  certain  territory. 
We  have  Invested  our  money  on  the  strength  of  that  to  develop  this  indtus- 
try.    Of  course  we  are  glad  to  get  all  the  territory  we  can  get  on  an  equal 
basis  with  somebody  else,  but  we  don't  want  to  go  into  somebody's  else 
territory  to  a  disadvantage  and  let  them  into  our  territory  to  an  advantage. 
Now,  if  we  have  started  in  the  business  of  manufacturing  on  one  line  of 
railroad  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  we  have  come  in  there  with  a  property  that 
does  not  appear  but  what  we  consider  a  right  to  a  certain  territory,  and 
the  minute  there  is  a  Joint  rate  given,  it  lets  somebody  else  in  there  and 
it  puts  it  on  the  basis  of  government  ownership  of  railroads  positively, 
and  I  used  to  think  that  was  a  good  thing;  but  since  this  question  came 
up  I  am  inclined  to  think  differently.    I  don't  see  anything  in  it  for  us, 
because  I  have  figured  over  five  or  six  different  occasions  for  our  com- 
modity, and  in  every  instance  it  has  worked  against  us.    Now,  the  tile 
industry  of  the  State  of  Iowa  is  practically  dependent  on  the  northern 
part  of  the  state  for  a  large  majority  of  its  business,  and  I  am  free  to  say 
that  I  don't  think  anything  in  the  world  of  the  present  tariff  arrange- 
ment we  have  got    I  don't  believe  it  is  good  for  the  shipper  or  the  manu- 
facturer;   I   don't  believe  it  is  good  for  the  manufacturing  industry  of 
Iowa  at  all,  and  I  believe  the  best  thing  to  do,  if  we  could — I  don't  say  we 
can,  but  simply  my  idea  of  it — if  the  railroad  companies  could  make  their 
own  joint  rates,  and  then  the  Conmiissioner  stand  between  them  and  the 
shippers  so  they  could  not  work  any  wrong  to  any  individual  shipper, 
we  would  get  at  the  equity.    That  80  per  cent  is  going  to  simply  knock 
UB  out  of  business  in  that  line. 

Mb.  Eaton:    How  does  it  injure  you? 

Mb.  Platt:     It  injures  us  by  allowing  these  people  at  Fort  Dodge,  Le- 
high, Mason  City,  Bldora  and  Kalo  to  reach  a  territory  that  they  now  have 
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to  pay  two  locals  to  get  onto,  and  by  reaching  it  they  reach  it  in  yery 
much  less  miles,  and  their  80  per  cent  falls  below  our  one  mileage  rate. 

Mb.  KETCfHUM:  You  were  not  before  this  legislative  committee  last 
winter  that  passed  this  law,  were  you? 

Mb.  Platt:  No,  sir;  I  was  not  It  was  Just  a  few  weeks  ago  that  I  was 
in  favor  of  it.  I  came  here  the  6th  of  last  month  to  ask  that  that  be  put 
in.    I  thought  it  was  a  good  thing.    I  hadn't  studied  it  at  all. 

Mb.  Ketchtjm  :  You  think  you  would  rather  take  care  of  your  home 
market  and  let  the  other  fellow  take  care  of  his? 

Mb.  Platt:  Yes,  I  would  like  to  enjoy  the  territory  and  to  go  where 
I  please,  but  I  would  not  like  to  hare  everybody  get  in  there  on  the 
same  rate. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  This  blanket  rate,  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  two 
locals  they  speak  of  here,  would  let  you  into  the  other  fellow's  territory 
all-  right. 

Mb.  Platt:  But  it  does  not,  unfortunately.  There  is  hardly  any  point 
that  we  can  reach  in  the  tile-consuming  territory  where  we  can  reach  it 
as  cheaply  as  the  two  or  three  competitors  on  that  line. 

Mb.  Ketchxtm:    You  are  on  one  single  road — ^the  Rock  Island? 

Mb.  Plait:  One  single  railroad;  yes.  That  isn't  a  very  happy  con- 
dition in  Iowa,  but  I  don't  still  want  to  get  out  of  it  by  Jumping  ^into  a 
worse  mess. 

Mb.  Ketchum:    You  think  it  would  cost  you  more  money  getting  into 
the  other  fellow's  territory  than  it  is  worth  to  you? 
Mb.  Platt:     Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  Chbis  Milleb:  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  not  a  bit  afraid 
of  Mason  City,  or  any  other  place,  to  compete  against  our  little  plant  that 
we  have  got  up  there.  But  I  would  like  to  see  some  way  that  we  could 
get  at  75  per  cent  or  80  per  cent  of  the  two  hauls,  so  that  we  could  get 
together  to  meet  the  other  fellow.  I  enjoy  to  meet  the  other  fellow. 
I  don't  like  to  be  hemmed  in  at  all.  I  enjoy  to  meet  the  other  fellow. 
I  believe  competition  is  the  life  of  trade. 

Mb.  Wbioht:  The  two-cent  fare  bill  will  allow  you  to  meet  the  other 
fellow. 

Mb.  Milleb:  I  generally  pay  full  fare.  The  price  don't  bother  me  at 
all.  But  as  this  gentleman  talks,  I  thought  that  from  the  start,  that  I 
believed  that  the  Commissioners  and  the  railroads,  wherever  we  people 
are  located,  will  have  to  look  into  these  matters  and  do  what  is  Just  and 
right;  but  a  blanket  rate  for  the  state,  I  doubt  that  it  would  answer  the 
purpose,  and  I  doubt  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  bill,  the  way  I  look 
at  it,  and  all  that  I  want  is  fair  play  with  my  neighbor  railroads,  and 
if  they  have  roads  to  put  in  on  our  line,  let  them  put  them  in.  I  have  no 
objections  to  that;  but  I  would  like  a  fair  chance  to  get  as  near  a  Joint 
rate  as  we  could  to  lay  them  on  the  other  roads,  because  the  distance 
on  the  Rock  Island  road,  which  I  am  located  on,  is  great,  you  know. 
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to  unload  them  by,  and  if  I  can  unload  them  nearer  home  that  is  what 
we  manufacture  for  in  different  parts.  The  nearer  home  we  can  have  a 
market,  the  better  for  us.  That's  the  way  I  look  at  it,  is  that  I  am  not 
afraid  of  the  Joint  rate.  I  don't  withdraw,  but  I  would  Just  as  leave  have 
the  companies  fix  the  way  as  for  the  Commission  to  fix  the  way. 

Senatob  Jamieson:  I  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  provision  was 
that  the  Commission  establish  these  Joint  rates  on  such  commodities,  on 
such  kinds  of  freight  traffic  as  they  thought  best  to  cover  Just  such  cases 
as  this.  Then  it  was  brought  out  at  the  hearing  that  there  were  some 
Jobbers  who  were  afraid*  of  the  Joint  rate  proposition,  and  it  was  thought 
possible  it  might  work  injury  to  them.  So  the  Commission  was  given 
that  leeway  and  that  was  the  object  of  it,  to  overcome  Just  such  objec- 
tions as  these.  If  there  are  cases  in  Iowa,  or  commodities  in  Iowa,  where 
it  is  going  to  be  harmful  >U>  the  interests  of  Iowa,  either  the  people  or 
the  manufacturers,  that  the  Commission  would  have  the  right  to  not 
Include  those  communities  in  the  Joint  rate  proposition.  Now,  to  us  at 
Shenandoah,  we  are  practically  wholly  manufacturers  there.  The  80  per 
cent  proposition  does  not  look  right  to  us;  and  yet  we  are  willing  and 
glad  to  accept  it  as  a  compromise  and  an  experiment.  In  the  first  place, 
any  rate  that  you  establish  on  the  basis  of  the  present  Iowa  distance 
tariff,  does  not  look  right  to  us  at  Shenandoah,  because  it  appears  to 
us  that  there  are  more  things  than  the  mere  matter  of  geography.  We 
have  something  else  to  consider  besides  distance.  Mr.  Doty  here,  per- 
haps, ships  more  than  a  million  pounds  of  his  stock  powder  in  Iowa  each 
year.  It  is  not  wholly  the  question  of  distance  with  him.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion of  competition  with  Omaha  and  Kansas  City.  If  you  put  in  an  80 
per  cent  of  the  two  local  rates,  and  Kansas  City  is  still  in  the  eastern 
and  northeastern  part  of  the  state,  will  have  an  edge  over  Mr.  Doty, 
although  the  haul  is  not  so  far.  That  does  not  seem  right.  On  our 
nursery  proposition,  we  ship  out  lots  of  nursery  stock.  The  more  of  a 
market  we  can  find  for  our  nursery  stuff%  the  better  it  is  for  Iowa  and 
Shenandoah.  On  an  SO  per  cent  basis  we  cannot  reach  Southeastern 
Iowa,  as  cheaply  as  the  competition  from  St.  Louis  can.  What  we  would 
like  around  Shenandoah  and  Iowa  on  the  Joint  rate  basis,  is  a  scheme 
of  territorial  rates  that  perhaps  is  an  impossibility  under  the  statute  of 
the  Iowa  law,  but  even  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  thing  won't  be 
satisfactory  to  us,  and  evidently  it  Is  not  satisfactory  to  the  railroad,  we 
are  very  willing  to  try,  as  an  experiment,  the  80  per  cent  proposition. 
It  comes  the  nearest  to  being  fair  of  anything  we  can  work  out  of  the 
situation  now. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Is  the  representative  from  Council  Bluffs  here? 

Mb.  C.  W.  McDonald:  Our  expression  in  the  petition  that  we  have 
filed  with  the  Commission  to-day,  and  we  have  Joined  with  the  Iowa 
manufacturers,  as  shippers  of  Council  Bluffs,  in  the  request  for  the  80 
per  cent  Joint  tariff  schedule;  and  our  reason  for  that,  outside  of  their 
conclusions,  and  as  Mr.  Wright  put  it  in  one  of  the  questions,  we  were 
backed  by  a  slight  investigation  of  the  rates  prevailing  in  the  nearby 
states,  which  are  not  interstate  rates. 
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Now,  I  hope  I  won't  be  asked  a  lot  of  questions  by  a  lawyer,  because  I 
am  not  up  In  the  ramifications  of  the  railway  rates;  but  applied  to 
Nebraska,  our  nearest  point,  the  rates  on  shipments,  either  first  or  third 
class,  of  course  it  is  immaterial,  from  Lincoln  to  a  point  on  the  C,  St.  P., 
M.  &  O.,  on  the  Nebraska  side,  and  the  rate  from  Lincoln  to  Omaha, 

are  identical,  as  I  remember  it.    The  rate  from  Lincoln  to  that 

would  solve  the  whole  thing,  so  that  the  joint  would  be  about  65  per  cent 
of  the  total,  as  we  figure  it  out;  and  where  we  went  into  it  in  Wisconsin, 
as  I  remember,  likewise  in  Illinois,  it  was  substantially  the  same  and  I 
am  only  mentioning  these  things,  not  to  get  into  controversy  and  show  my 
ignorance,  but  to  give  you  a  slight  reason.  Now,  to  back  that  up,  we 
have  those  figures,  and  if  the  Commission  hasn't  already  gotten  them,  we 
would  be  glad  to  submit  them  along  with  our  petition  if  it  would  be  any 
advantage.  There  is  no  antagonism  on  the  part  of  the  Council  Bluffs 
shippers  towards  the  railroads,  in  any  sense  of  the  word.  We  all  realize 
that  there  is  an  experiment  in  this,  but  we  are  going  to  believe  that  every- 
body is  honestly  inclined,  and  anything  that  will  be  fair  to  us  we  hope 
will  be  fair  to  the  roads. 

Mb.  Eaton:     We  will  be  glad  to  have  you  submit  those  figures. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  Don't  you  get  the  same  rates  from  Council  Bluffs  to 
Nebraska  points  that  prevail  in  Omaha? 

Mb.  McDonald:  Yes,  sir;  we  get  the  same  rates.  Let  me  say  one 
word.  One  of  these  gentlemen  represents  the  Iowa  Central  and  the  M. 
ft  St  L.,  I  think.  Geographically  we  are  entitled,  as  many  of  you  said 
about  these  territorial  lines,  we  are  entitled  to  the  territory  in  North- 
western Iowa  as  against  Des  Moines.  We  cannot  get  it  because  of  that 
rate. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  Then  there  would  be  no  more  trouble  in  that  proposi- 
tion, I  don't  think,  as  between  our  road  and  the  Illinois  Central  road  into 
the  Northwest.  It  would  be  a  very  sensible  concession  to  make  to  you, 
and  in  the  past  those  concessions  would  have  been  made  in  the  State  of 
Iowa,  I  am  certain,  if  it  were  not  for  the  infiexibility  or  rigidity  of  your 
Iowa  distance  tariffs. 

Mb. :     I  have  heard  that  a  hundred  times. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  We  would  have  given  that  rate  long  ago,  but  if  we 
accepted  our  mileage  pro  rata,  this  Commission  could  order  us  to  accept 
that  on  all  roads. 

Mb.  Tubney,  of  Fairfield:  I  have  a  few  words  to  speak  for  the  wagon 
manufacturers  of  Iowa.  Since  the  last  meeting  here  I  have  been  in  cor- 
respondence with  some  of  them;  in  fact,  several  of  them  signified  their 
intention  to  be  here,  and  I  had  letters  from  several  saying  that  they 
could  not  be  here,  but  they  wanted  me  to  talk  a  minute  on  wagon  beds, 
and  at  least  give  the  Commission  here  how  the  wagon  manufacturers  feel 
regarding  their  own  business.  You  understand  practically  very  little  of 
the  material  that  goes  into  a  wagon  is  shipped  into  the  state,  and  on  the 
very  high  rates  on  raw  material  it  really  prevents  our  meeting  outside 
competition  at  all  under  the  present  basis  of  rates,  and  the  railroad  com- 
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I>anies  here  have  represented — ^have  very  kindly  considered  our  case, 
inasmuch  as  they  have  admitted  that  we»  as  implement  manufacturers  and 
wagon  manufacturers,  were  entitled  to  relief.  Now,  as  wagon  manufac- 
turers, we  have  our  own  ideas  as  to  what  that  relief  should  be.  I  said  be- 
fore that  80  per  cent  was  too  high.  Now  I  would  not  say  that  on  any  other 
commodity  except  wagons.  80  per  cent  is  too  high  on  wagons.  You  can 
take  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  two  locals  on  long  distance,  or  covering 
a  hundred  miles  or  so,  and  then  you  have  a  very  high  rate,  because 
wagons  take  a  high  rate  in  carload  lots.  Class  "A"  rate  is  too  high  a  rate 
on  raw  material,  as  compared  with  the  rates  that  our  competitors  enjoy 
on  their  raw  material,  and  the  rates  they  enjoy  on  the  finished  product 
makes  the  freight  cost  on  the  wagon  laid  down  where  it  is  sold  to  the 
dealer,  higher,  and  consequently  we  have  got  to  absorb  that  difference  or 
lose  it  out  of  our  own  pocket,  or  else  not  compete  for  the  business.  There 
are  about,  I  think,  seven  or  eight  wagon  manufacturers  in  the  State  of 
Iowa.  I  would  like  to  see  twenty.  I  hope  there  will  be  twenty.  I  would 
rather  have  competition  in  Iowa  than  have  it  in  Illinois,  and  I  am  satis- 
fied, speaking  from  my  own  standpoint,  if  we  can  get  a  joint  rate  that  we 
can  do  more  more  business  in  Iowa.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent  us  from 
doing  more  business  in  Iowa.  Mr.  Hamblin  and  some  of  the  gentlemen 
raised  a  very  pertinent  question  here,  that  there  would  not  be  any  more 
wagons  consumed.  I  agree  on  that  point,  but  if  it  helps  the  wagon  manu- 
facturers of  Iowa,  if  it  increases  their  business,  as  I  understand  the 
proposition,  that  is  what  is  to  be  considered.  The  people  of  Iowa,  or 
the  wagon  manufacturers,  are  not  particularly  interested  in  building  up 
wagon  manufactories  outside  of  the  state,  but  we  would  like  to  see  our 
own  built  up,  and  we  would  like  to  see  manufacturers  come  West,  the 
best  market  in  the  world.  Of  course,  as  I  said  before,  the  Iowa  Manu- 
facturers Association,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  although  I  am  not  on  the 
committee  that  is  representing  them  here,  declare  for  80  per  cent.  I  was 
against  80  per  cent  to  start  with.  I  looked  upon  it  as  affecting  our  busi- 
ness and  the  entire  manufacturing  association.  I  knew  more  about  my 
business  than  I  did  about  anybody's  else  business.  I  knew  that  the  wagon 
manufacturing  goods  were  heavy  and  the  freight  was  a  big  item  of  cost, 
and  we  had  to  get  the  rate  down  to  a  reasonable  basis  to  enable  us  to  meet 
outside  competition.  All  the  wagon  manufacturers  I  have  talked  with 
have  felt  that  at  least  it  ought  to  be  as  low  as  70  per  cent.  Now,  what 
will  apply  on  wagons  will  apply  on  agricultural  implements,  will  apply 
on  buggies,  and  all  such  goods  of  that  kind,  for  practically  those  are 
goods  that  the  raw  material  must  be  shipped  in.  There  are  certain  com- 
modities made  in  Iowa  where  they  dig  the  raw  material  at  their  door. 
They  are  not  hurt  by  high  interstate  commerce  rates;  they  are  in  a 
better  state  to  go  out  and  meet  competition.  I  want  to  say  that  seven  or 
eight  wagon  manufacturers  instructed  me  by  correspondence  to  say  what 
I  have. 

Mb.  Oscab  Gbeen,  of  Fort  Dodge:  The  general  attitude  of  the  Iowa  Man- 
ufacturers' Association,  and  their  reason  for  desiring  joint  rates,  was  all 
gone  over  at  the  time  that  we  had  this  bill  before  the  legislature,  and  It 
was  well  threshed  out  there.    Inasmuch  as  there  have  some  questions 
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come  up  that  affect  that  general  proposition,  I  thought  I  might  add  a 
word,  and  that  was  this:  The  attitude  of  the  Iowa  State  Manufacturers' 
Association  is,  and  has  been  all  the  time,  for  the  purpose  of  building  up 
Iowa  as  a  manufacturing  state;  and  If  it  is  the  theory  of  the  railroads 
to  continue  it  as  an  agricultural  state.  It  Is,  of  course,  very  easy  to  under- 
stand why  they  would  want  joint  rates;  but  if  they  would  agree  with  us 
that  we  ought  to  try  to  make  Iowa  a  manufacturing  state  and  build  up  its 
manufacturing  interests,  it  seems  reasonable  that  they  should  agree  with 
us  that  an  equitable  joint  rate  ought  to  be  established  on  an  equitable 
basis,  in  order  that  we  may  compete  in  our  state  with  outside  manufac- 
turers; and  I  will  answer  the  question  that  Mr.  Wright  asked  a  while 
ago  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  loss  to  railroads.  That  is  problematical. 
We  don't  know;  but  from  our  way  of  thinking,  we  think  that  you  will 
gain  in  the  end,  because  you  would  build  up  the  State  of  Iowa  in  manu- 
facturing, consequently  you  would  increase  its  population.  On  the  other 
hand,  you  would  get  the  freight  on  the  raw  material  coming  in  and  you 
would  get  the  freight  on  the  completed  product  going  out  Now,  I  am 
In  the  manufacture  of  shoes  In  Fort  Dodge.  We  have  only  two  or  three 
shoe  factories  in  the  state^  but  we  are  the  only  factory  that  is  located 
outside  of  the  river  towns,  and  will  say,  answering  the  question  that  the 
gentleman  raised  a  while  ago  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  competition:  I 
will  be  frank  to  say  that  I  would  rather  see  a  few  shoe  factories  in  the 
State  of  Iowa  than  to  be  here  alone,  on  the  general  theory  that  we  would 
have  a  larger  market  for  shoes.  I  can't  understand  why  anyone  would  say 
that  that  would  not  increase  the  revenue  of  the  railroads.  I  had  a  letter 
last  Saturday  morning  from  one  of  our  customers,  who  complained — of 
course  this  was  a  minimum  shipment,  it  did  not  amount  to  a  great  deal, 
but  then  we  have  a  good  many  minimum  shipments  under  a  hundred 
pounds,  and  his  letter  ended  up  In  this  way:  "Freight  on  Ft.  Dodge  is 
three  times  as  much  as  it  is  from  Chicago  or  St.  Louis."  Now  we  know 
that  is  true.  It  cost  me  60  cents  for  a  little  shipment  from  there,  while 
I  could  get  it  from  St.  Louis  or  Chicago  for  21  cents.  I  want  the  rail- 
roads to  understand  the  attitude,  as  it  has  been  9tated  here  already,  that 
we  have  no  antagonism  whatever  to  the  railroads.  We  thoroughly  appre- 
ciate that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  have  the  co-operation  of  the 
railroads  In  the  upbuilding  of  the  manufacturing  industries  of  the  state, 
and  we  cannot  do  it  unless  we  do  have  it.  Now,  we  have  been  laboring 
for  seventeen  years  under  a  law  by  which  we  could  have  gotten  joint 
rates  if  any  of  us  had  had  the  time  or  the  money  or  the  Inclination  to  go 
through  the  arduous  task  of  coming  before  the  Conmiission  to  ask  for 
joint  rates.  We  all  know  that  the  probabilites  are,  in  fact,  we  are  quite 
sure,  that  we  could  have  secured  Joint  rates  to  any  point  in  the  State  of 
Iowa  on  an  80  per  cent  basis,  because  that  rate  has  always  been  considered, 
and  really  has  been  encbcted  by  the  previous  Commission,  that  it  was  a 
remunerative  rate  and  that  the  railroads  themselves  have  put  in  opera- 
tion at  times.  This  matter  is  an  experiment;  we  know  it  is,  but  our  belief 
is  that  if  you  give  it  a  fair  test,  and  give  it  time  enough  so  that  we  can 
make  a  great  manufacturing  state  out  of  Iowa,  that  you  will  in  the  long 
run  reap  the  beneflt.    Long  before  I  went  into  the  manufacturing  business 

20 
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I  WEB  interebted  In  the  idea  of  building  up  the  state  of  Iowa  in  manufac- 
tories, and  it  didnt  take  me  long  to  find  out  that  the  main  trouble  was  in 
our  freightage.  Not  that  we  wanted  the  railroads  to  haul  our  freight  for 
less  than  they  could  do  It,  but  you  know  we  hare  a  precedent  in  other 
states,  and  that  thing  being  in  the  way,  that  is  really  the  object  of  the 
organization  of  our  Manufacturers'  Association,  and  we  feel  that  you 
ought  to  allow  this  matter  to  be  tried.  If  you  find  that  it  is  not  going  to 
work  after  giving  it  a  fair  trial,  I  don't  believe  you  will  find  anyone  that 
will  be  more  willing  to  meet  you  than  the  Iowa  Manufacturers'  Association. 

Mb.  C.  a.  Steele:  On  behalf  of  the  Jobbers  and  manufacturers  of 
Davenport.  I  am  here  as  their  representative,  and  they  have  expressed 
themselves,  as  far  as  I  know,  unanimously  in  favor  of  the  80  per  cent 
Joint  rate.  Now,  they  further  think  that  the  interstate  rates  that  are  in 
effect  through  Iowa  should  apply  as  a  maximum  where  the  short  haul  is 
included  in  the  long  haul.  For  instance,  we  have  Rock  Island  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  river  from  us.  I  took  that  matter  up  to  the  Board, 
and  Jobbers  and  manufacturers  have  written  you  and  have  also  sent  you 
a  petition.  I  don't  feel  that  there  is  anything  further  to  be  said.  I  Just 
wanted  to  speak  for  Davenport. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Gentlemen,  it  is  the  purpose  of  this  Commission  at  this 
time  to  adjourn  until  to-morrow  morning  at  nine  o'clock.  At  nine  o'clock, 
for  a  time  at  least,  we  would  like  to  meet  the  freight  men  of  the  railroads 
— representing  the  railroads,  freight  and  traffic  men — here  in  this  room 
exactly  at  nine  o'clock.  I  am  also  directed  by  the  (Commission  to  say  that 
we  feel  it  our  duty  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  so  far  as  this  rate  hearing 
is  concerned,  and  announce  it  to  the  public  by  to-morrow  noon.  I  say 
that  for  the  benefit  of  all  parties.  After  we  meet  the  freight  and  traffic 
men  in  the  morning,  would  be  glad  to  meet  any  others.  I  understand  our 
time  is  very  limited.  Personally  I  am  compelled  to  be  absent  for  a  couple 
of  months;  and  it  seems  to  us  as  though  this  matter  ought  to  be  con- 
cluded and  finished,  and  announcement  made,  before  I  go  away. 

Mb.  Davis:  You  will  give  us  an  opportunity  to  offer  some  little  addi- 
tional evidence  on  the  coal  matter  to-morrow  at  that  time?  It  won't  take 
very  long. 

Mb.  Eaton:  I  was  about  to  announce  that  we  would  also  finish  tomor- 
row noon  the  question  of  the  revision  of  the  coal  schedule,  perhaps  at  ten 
or  half -past. 

Here  an  adjournment  was  had  at  4  p.  m.,  June  24,  1907,  until  tomorrow 
morning  at  9:00  o'clock. 

June  25,  1907,  continuation  of  hearing  on  the  question  of  freight  rates, 
before  the  Iowa  Railway  Commission,  at  9:00  o'clock  a.  m. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Gentlemen,  come  to  order.  This  meeting  this  morning,  at 
which  the  traffic  men  were  called  before  the  Board,  was  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  Chairman  of  this  Board,  Mr.  Ketchum.  I  think  he  has  some  very 
definite  ideas  on  the  subject,  and  I  ask  him  to  take  charge  of  the  meeting 
and  bring  them  out  to  suit  himself. 
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Mr.  Ketchum:  I  don't  know  that  there  is  anything  particular  I  want 
to  state  in  this  matter,  further  than  to  carry  out  the  plan  along  which  we 
were  working;  and  I  thought  it  would  be  a  good  plan  for  the  traffic  men 
now,  knowing  about  what  we  have  arrived  at,  as  it  was  pretty  plainly 
stated  last  night,  to  get  your  views  of  possibilities;  and  if  there  is  any- 
thing that  you  see  In  the  matter  that  is  derogatory  to  the  statement  that 
was  made  here  last  night,  I  would  like  to  have  you  state  what  you  think 
about  it  What  we  want  to  get  at  is  to  get  something  reasonable  on  this 
matter.  There  seems  to  be  such  a  volume  of  opinion  as  to  the  rate  we 
should  put  in,  from  all  quarters  of  the  state,  which  has  practically 
blanketed  the  state;  and  the  only  thing  to  do,  I  think  the  Board  is  agreed, 
that  about  the  only  thing  we  could  do  would  be  to  put  in  a  rate  on  the 
basis  of  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  two  locals  and  test  it  and  try  it  for 
six  months.  Now,  if  any  of  you  have  any  views  on  this  subject  among 
the  traffic  men,  we  would  like  to  hear  from  you. 

Ma.  Etman:  Mr.  Chairman,  as  far  as  the  traffic  men  are  concerned,  I 
think  we  are  a  unit  in  the  proposition,  that  if  there  are  any  joint  rates 
promulgated,  that  they  should  at  least  be  figured  on  a  basis  of  not  using 
less  continuous  mileage  than  twenty-five  miles  to  start  with,  and  that  the 
minimum  charge  for  the  joint  rate  should  not  be  less  than  50  cents,  and 
that  there  should  in  all  cases  on  less  than  carload  business,  be  a  transfer 
charge  added  for  the  cost  of  transfer  or  cartage  from  one  depot  to  the 
other  at  the  transfer  point.    I  don't  know  of  any  other  suggestion. 

Mb.  Simmons:  Is  it  the  idea  of  the  Commission,  when  we  speak  of 
joint  rates,  they  carry  with  them  the  joint  privileges  and  through  billing, 
or  does  it  necessitate  accounts  being  handled  by  the  various  roads? 

Mb.  Ketchxtm:     Joint  through  billing. 

Mb.  Simmons:  Why  wouldn't  it  be  better  to  bill  to  the  junction  point 
and  fix  the  transaction  there? 

Mb.  Keepers:     What  difference  does  that  make? 

Mb.  Simmons:     It  makes  a  heap  of  difference  in  our  accounts. 

Mb.  EIeepebs:  The  Commission  can  define  how  we  should  handle  the 
freight,  whether  through  billing  or  locally. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Well,  I  don't  know  that  there  would  be  any  particular 
difference  except  in  the  matter  of  convenience.  I  don't  see  any  reason 
why  the  billing  could  not  be  made  all  through  billing,  interstate  and  all. 

Mb.  Simmons:     It  would  require  a  much  larger  force  than  now. 

Mb.  Ketchitm:     Wouldn't  that  cause  more  or  less  of  delay  of  the  traffic? 

Mb.  Simmons:     I  ^ould  not  think  so;  not  necessarily. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Referring  to  the  transfer  charges,  I  find  we  are  gov- 
erned a  good  deal — I  think  by  large  correspondence  we  have  had  from  the 
jobbers  thoughout  the  state,  and  they  all  agreed,  I  think,  that  they  would 
want  the  transfer  charges  absorbed  in  the  80  per  cent;  that  is,  a  part  of 
the  basis  of  the  80  per  cent.  The  transferring  of  goods  in  the  State  of 
Iowa  to-day,   is,   in  very  many  places,  as  you  know,  done  free-  of  any 
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charge.  If  there  should  be  an  arbitrary  rate  put  in  there,  or  whatever 
you  might  agree  upon,  that  woul(jl  cover  very  largely  points  in  the  state 
where  they  have  transfer  freight  at  this  time. 

Mb.  Simmons:  A  very  large  proportion  of  the  interstate  business  is 
being  subject  to  transfer.  Tou  take  the  business  out  of  the  large  centers 
like  Chicago,  St.  Louis,  etc.,  to  points  on  the  other  roads,  the  business 
Is  of  sufficient  volume  to  load  the  car  for  those  roads.  We  load  a  car 
on  the  Iowa  Central  to  Chicago,  another  to  Orinnell,  probably  another 
to  Livermore. 

BiB.  Etmaiv:  I  think,  Mr.  Ketchum,  the  Commission  could  cover  that 
by  providing  for  an  arbiter  for  the  transfer,  where  the  transfer  is  per- 
formed by  dray  or  by  team.  The  condition  would  be  entirely  different 
under  the  joint  rate  proposition  than  it  is  under  any  rate  proposition  that 
we  work  under  now.  As  Mr.  Simmons  says,  the  volume  of  business  that 
will  be  transferred  between  the  roads,  will  be  small  In  volume  in  any 
certain  transaction  which  of  necessity  would  be  transferred  by  team.  Now, 
you  take  a  shipment,  for  instance,  if  your  minimum  is  25  cents,  the  trans- 
fer cost — the  minimum  transfer  cost — for  handling  a  single  package  is 
ten  cents,  and  it  must  be  clear  to  the  Commissioners  that  the  line  malting 
delivery  of  that  shipment  on  any  25  cents  minimum,  would  leave  to  the 
companies  nothing  for  handling  that  business.  I  don't  believe  the  Com- 
mission wants  to  ask  the  railroads  to  handle  business  for  nothing. 

Mb.  Keepebs:  There  isn't  a  point  on  the  Illinois  Central  where  there 
are  joint  freight  houses — in  other  words,  all  this  has  to  be  hauled  by 
wagons,  and  we  would  not  get  the  advantage  that  you  spoke  of.  As  a 
rule  they  are  separate.  Sometimes  the  passenger  stations  are  together 
and  the  freight  stations  fire  not. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Well,  there  are  quite  a  number  of  points  in  the  state 
where  there  have  been  some  conveniences  for  transferring,  and  the 
shipper  always  looks  forward  in  his  consignments,  to  going  by  a  route 
where  he  can  eliminate  the  transfer  charges.  That  is  one  of  the  condi- 
tions the  shipper  generally  looks  to,  the  route  over  which  he  can  carry 
his  goods  the  cheaper;  and  it  occurred  to  us  that  where  the  conveniences 
were  not  already  in  at  such  points  as  railroads  are  crossing  each  other, 
that  where  the  burden  was  on  the  railroads,  that  they  would  see  to  it 
that  those  matters  were  made  cheaper.  As  long  as  the  consignee  pays 
the  freight  and  the  transfer  charges,  of  course  you  would  have  no  interest 
in  It;  therefore  it  never  would  occur  to  you  that  those  things  ought  to  be 
curtailed  somewhat  €md  made  less,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  it  There  are 
places,  I  realize,  that  it  can't  very  well  be  done;  but  there  are  places  that 
it  can  be  done,  and  the  purpose  of  the  80  per  cent  was  to  cover  matters 
of  that  kind.  To  eliminate  that  it  might  be  necessary  to  make  that  70 
per  cent,  if  they  have  got  to  pay  the  transfer  charges.  All  these  matters 
have  been  considered,  have  been  figured  out,  and  it  hasn't  only  been  done 
by  this  Board,  but  it  has  been  done  by  a  very  Icurge  number  of  shippers  in 
the  state,  and  we  ran  onto  it  very  quickly  that  the  state  was  blanketed 
the  first  thing  we  knew.  We  first  took  up  the  matter  of  commodities,  to 
see  what  that  would  be.    We  very  soon  ran  into  a  condition  of  affairs. 
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that  the  whole  state  was  blanketed.    It  practically  is  to-day,  as  far  as 
those  matters  could  come  before  this  Board. 

Mb.  Davis:  I  was  going  to  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  you  take  the 
town  of  Luveme.  There  is  a  very  little  transfer  business  there.  The  stations 
are  a  mile  and  a  half  apart  If  you  have  a  small  shipment  and  send  it 
that  way,  that  would  make  a  minimum  charge  of  25  cents.  How  are  you 
going  to  get  from  one  station  to  the  other? 

Ma.  Ketchum  :  We  were  called  to  Luveme  a  short  time  ago  to  fix  that 
very  thing.  It  is  where  your  road  crosses  the  M.  ft  St.  L.  If  there  is 
anything  that  they  require  up  there,  it  is  to  get  a  depot  right  down  where 
you  cross,  to  meet  that  very  thing  you  speak  of. 

Mb.  Davis:  Suppose  we  have  a  half  dozen  shipments,  with  a  minimum 
charge  of  25  cents.  Would  the  law  compel  us  to  put  in  a  joint  depot  to 
make  the  transfer?  Take  that  transfer  from  one  station  to  another,  it 
would  cost  us  probably  25  cents  a  package,  because  there  is  only  occasion- 
ally a  package.  The  law  certainly  would  not  require  us  to  haul  a  package 
a  number  of  miles  and  then  pay  as  much  transfer  charge  as  we  get  for 
the  whole  shipment. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Well,  there  are  a  great  many  cases  of  that  kind,  I 
realize  that. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  Can't  the  transfer  rates  be  eliminated  altogether? 
Junctions  where  we  have  no  ordinary  legitimate  facilities  for  doing  the 
buBiness? 

Mb.  Simmoi^s:  The  minimum  rate  is  2  cents  a  hundred;  that  is  the 
minimum.  A  large  portion  of  the  rate  you  have  in  the  transfers  is 
fourth  class.  Now,  you  take  fifty  miles;  it  leaves  a  minimum  charge  of 
3  cents  a  hundred,  equivalent  to  20  per  cent  of  that  rate;  and  take  it  a  hun- 
dred miles,  the  rate  would  be  22  cents,  that  would  be  17.6  and  25  per  cent» 
there  in  those  cases. 

Mb.  ICetchum:  I  don't  think  the  volume  of  business  would  amount  to 
anything  to  parley  over,  yet  it  is  one  of  the  conditions  that  brings  us  up 
to  the  20  per  cent.  I  don't  look  upon  this  joint  rate  and  transfer  charge— 
the  whole  business,  I  don't  think  it  cuts  much  of  a  figure. 

Mb.  Wbioht:  It  cuts  a  good  deal  of  figure  with  the  railroads  for  a 
year. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  By  experimenting  with  it,  Mr.  Wright,  for  six  months, 
you  could  very  easily  see  what  that  would  amount  to. 

Mb.  Wbioht:  While  we  are  holding  the  bag  we  are  paying  for  the 
shipment,  and  we  are  reducing  our  revenue  anyway. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Well,  it  was  to  collect  up  these  ideas  we  wanted  to  call 
your  attention  to  it  and  see  what  you  thought. 

Mb.  Wbioht:  If  you  make  a  minimum  charge  the  same  as  the  inter- 
state minimum  charge,  I  think  there  will  be  no  complaint. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  I  would  think  well  of  that  If  we  make  that  25  cents 
minimum  charge.    If  the  interstate  rate  is  raised  to  50  cents — I  think 
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we  could  raise  that  50  cento  all  right — ^make  it  the  same  as  the  interstate 
There  Is  no  such  thing  as  transfer  charge  on  interstate  business. 

Mb.  Wsioht:  I  can  explain  the  reason  for  that,  why  we  absorb  the 
transfer  charge  on  interstate  shipmento,  because  it  comes  in  such  quan- 
tities that  it  is  transferred  by  carloads.  You  get  a  much  larger  propor- 
tion out  of  it. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  It  may  start  that  way,  Mr.  Wright,  but  it  doesn't  pnd 
up  that  way  at  the  transfer  point  we  are  discussing. 

Mb.  Simmons:  There  are  a  great  many  points  where  we  haven't  got 
carload  connection. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Well,  you  all  have  your  connection  with  your  several 
railroads,  so  that  it  brings  your  freight  practically  to  the  same  point  at 
the  same  rate  within  the  state.  Take  a  consignment  over  the  Burlington 
and  go  to  Dubuque,  and  over  the  Iowa  Central  to  Ackley  and  Marshall- 
town,  the  freight  is  just  the  same  as  if  the  Northwestern  took  it. 

BlB.  Simmons:     I  don't  think  we  hare  direct  connection  at  Mason  City, 

Mb.  Ketchum  :  As  far  as  the  interstate  business  is  concerned,  but  then, 
we  are  not  in  the  interstate  business;  only  it  leads  us  up  to  recognize 
some  of  the  matters  that  are  handled  along  the  interstate  lines,  and  our 
attention  is  quite  quickly  called  to  it — the  fact  that  these  things  are  in 
existence  through  the  handling  of  the  interstate  business. 

Mb.  Simmons:  Take  the  case  of  Mason  City.  That  would  arrange  the 
rate  for  Fort  Dodge,  but  it  would  not  for  Mason  City.  We  have  a  great 
many  similar  cases. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     Are  there  any  other  objections? 

Mb.  Hamblin  :  I  would  like  to  inquire  in  regard  to  whether  there  will  be 
any  Instructions  or  stipulations  in  regard  to  the  time.  What  I  mean  by 
that,  is,  I  understood  you  to  say  it  would  be  an  experimental  order.  Will 
the  order  specify  any  of  the  conditions? 

BlB.  Pai^meb:     What's  that? 

Mb.  Hambun  :  As  I  understand,  there  is  an  experimental  order  that  you 
are  going  to  issue.  There  should  be  some  conditions,  that  the  shippers 
and  railroads  may  know  what  will  be  expected  of  them  in  case  the  order 
should  stand  or  fall.  There  certainly  ought  to  be  some  conditions  so 
that  we  would  not  have  to  go  over  the  whole  situation  again  in  this 
matter.  You  ought  to  specify  the  conditions  so  that  after  your  six  months 
are  up  we  will  know  whether  it  is  to  stand  or  whether  it  is  to  go,  without 
taking  all  your  time  in  going  over  this  whole  matter  again. 

Mb.  Ketchum;  My  view  of  that  matter  would  be,  if  it  is  in  experiment 
six  months,  we  would  expect  you  to  come  forward  and  show  us  whether 
you  are  making  any  money  or  losing  any  money.  If  you  can't  make  any 
money  at  it,  we  would  not  want  to  keep  the  rate  In. 

Mb.  Hamblin 8    The  railroads  would  be  in  suspense  then. 
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BlB.  Tittemobe:  I  am  going  to  put  in  a  set  of  blanks,  so  that  I  am  going 
to  know  each  month  the  amount  of  business  this  80  per  cent  affects.  I 
am  going  to  know  how  it  affects  our  business  each  month,  but  I  don't 
believe  I  could  say  to  you,  if  we  lost  money  one  month,  that  it  could  be 
used  as  a  criterion.  At  the  end  of  six  months  we  could  find  out,  or  before, 
if  we  find  out  that  the  order  of  the  Commission  is  losing  us  more  money 
than  we  had  any  reason  to  finticipate  that  it  would,  we  are  going  to  come 
right  in  here  with  facts  and  figures  and  ask  you  to  stop  it  We  will  be 
right  here  to  ask  you  to  rescind  the  order,  if  it  injures  us  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  cause  us  to  belieye  it  is  going  to  injure  the  property. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  I  don't  think  we  ought  to  be  kept  in  suspense  in  this 
matter.  The  Commissioners  are  putting  this  in  as  a  matter  of  com- 
promise, and  we  ought  to  know  what  it  is  expected  to  accomplish  in  the 
meantime,  and  if  it  does  not  accomplish  what  the  Board  thinks  it  should, 
it  ought  to  be  cancelled  at  once^  without  any  asking  on  our  part  to  hare 
it  done. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  The  Commissioners  are  not  going  to  be  able  to  deter- 
mine that.  If  the  Commission  injures  us,  I  have  no  doubt  they  would  be 
the  first  people  that  would  want  to  know  it,  but  they  would  want  the  facts 
so  they  could  determine  this  matter.  We  must,  therefore,  be  on  the 
defensive. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  What  we  are  expected  to  do  in  the  meantime  is  to  find 
out  whether  we  are  injured  or  not.  We  want  to  know  what  kind  of 
reports  they  want  us  to  keep,  and  everything  of  that  kind,  so  that  when 
the  six  months  are  up  we  will  know  whether  it  is  to  be  continued  or 
extended,  or  whether  it  is  going  to  be  wiped  out. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  You  will  have  to  present  the  figures,  and  if  you  can't 
make  any  money  on  the  order  we  put  in,  I  think  it  will  be  up  to  us  to 
change  it. 

Mb.  Hakblin:  My  idea  is,  when  a  person  is  doing  something  to  experi- 
ment, that  they  have  some  definite  idea  in  regard  to  what  will  be  accom- 
plished by  that  experiment.  Now,  the  railroad  companies  ought  to  know 
what  the  experiment  is  to  be  and  how  long  it  is  to  continue,  and  what  the 
conditions  are  under  which  it  is  to  be  made. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  The  experiment  would  simply  grow  out  of  the  volume 
of  your  business,  and  you  conduct  your  business  just  €is  you  do  now,  on 
the  basis  of  80  per  cent  of  the  two  locals.  When  we  come  to  the  end  of 
the  six  months,  if  'there  is  no  money  in  it  for  you,  I  think  it  will  be  up 
to  us  to  change  it. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  The  railroad  men  ought  to  understand  each  other.  If 
an  order  comes  from  this  Commission,  as  I  understand  it,  it  is  not 
experimental.  It  is  an  order  issued  under  the  law.  It  may  be  experi- 
mental so  far  as  we  are  concerned — 'they  may  have  taken  that  into  con- 
sideration so  far  as  their  judgment  is  concerned,  but  in  the  end,  if  it 
does  hurt  us,  we  have  got  to  prove  it  here  before  this  Conmiisslon. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  I  don't  understand  that  it  is  an  experiment  that  we  have 
to  come  in  in  six  months  and  prove. 
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Mb.  Wsioht:     Do  you  object  to  coming  out  here  to  Iowa? 

Mb.  Hamblin:  I  don't  object  to  coming  out  here — it  is  a  nice  pleasant 
place,  but  I  always  get  the  worst  of  It  financially;  but  what  I  think  we 
ought  to  do,  Mr.  Chainnan,  without  any  Joking  at  all,  the  railroada  ought 
to  know  what  they  are  up  against.  If  it  is  an  order  for  six  months,  with 
certain  conditions  after  that,  why  we  ought  to  know  It,  and  we  ought  to 
know  what  the  conditions  are. 

Mb.  Eaton:  It  seems  to  me,  gentlemen,  something  like  this:  Every- 
body is  agreed  that  it  Is  a  difficult  proposition  to  put  In  the  joint  rate 
on  our  inflexible  Iowa  distance  tariff.  Nobody  seems  to  know  about  how 
it  is  going  to  work.  We  can't  determine  that.  We  must  experiment, 
and  we  call  this  order  that  we  make  now,  we  call  dt  an  experimental  order, 
and  yet  it  Is  absolute  and  complete  as  though  we  didn't  give  you  our 
confldence  and  say  that  we  want  to  ourselres  experiment  for  six  months. 
That  order  will  stand.  It  will  always  stand  unless  it  Is  changed.  It 
seems  to  me  It  is  fair  to  the  Ck>mmission,  it  is  Just  to  you  and  eminently 
fair  to  the  shippers  of  Iowa,  that  at  the  end  of  about  six  months — I  would 
not  say  to-day — at  the  end  of  about  six  months,  if  it  seems  to  be  con- 
sidered a  fair  test  and  time  to  test  it,  that  we  ask  the  railroads  or  their 
representatives,  or  some  of  them,  to  bring  up  their  figures  and  show  us 
Just  how  this  has  worked  during  that  six  months.  At  the  same  time, 
we  ask  the  shippers  to  come  back  to  us,  through  their  representatives  or 
their  organizations,  and  say  how  it  worked  with  them;  whether  they  are 
satisfied;  whether,  in  their  judgment  it  is  right;  and  when  that  time 
comes,  we  will  have  a  great  deal  more  information  than  we  have  to-day. 
It  may  not  be  low  enough.  Figures  and  everything  may  show  that  it 
ought  to  be  lowered  to  70  per  cent.  On  the  contrary,  the  figures  may 
show  that  it  is  too  low;  that  It  ought  to  be  raised  to  85,  or  to  90,  or  95 
per  cent.  We  can't  tell  about  it.  We  are  not  supposed  to  know.  We 
never  can  know  until  we  get  the  information  based  on  actual  experience. 
At  the  end  of  six  months  this  Commission  will  want  to  know  the  actual 
experience  of  everybody  that  had  anything  to  do  with  this  joint  rate. 
Doesn't  that  answer  your  question,  Mr.  Hamblin? 

Mb.  Hamblin  :  Not  quite.  Of  course,  the  way  you  put  it,  if  the  shippers 
come  In  and  show  they  were  not  doing  enough,  you  might  feel  under  some 
obligations  to  make  it  lower. 

Mb.  Eaton:  We  certainly  would  if  your  exi>erience,  and  the  experience 
of  the  shippers,  demonstrated  to  our  mind  that  it  ought  to  be  lower,  we 
would  lower  it  or  raise  It. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  If  the  shippers  should  not  accomplish,  under  the  order 
you  are  to  issue,  quite  as  much  on  joint  rates  as  they  anticipate,  and  come 
in  and  ask  for  a  lower  rate,  of  course  your  remarks  would  indicate  that 
you  had  to  accomplish  a  certain  thing,  and  that  was,  to  satisfy  the 
shippers  on  the  joint  rates  until  they  could  be  satisfied  themselves. 

Mb.  Eaton:  I  don't  mean  to  be  understood  in  that  way  at  all.  What 
we  want  is  to  do  right  and  test  the  thing.  We  know  now  that  a  good 
many  of  the  shippers  in  Iowa  will  not  be  satisfied.  It  won't  aocomplish 
what  they  think  it  will. 
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Mb.  Hamblin:  Of  course.  If  you  have  to  keep  on  working  on  the  Joint 
rates  until  you  aocomplish  what  these  gentlemen  expect  to  accomplish — 

Mb.  Eaton:  That  isn't  the  law.  We  are  not  to- put  in  the  Joint  rate  to 
do  what  people  expect.  We  are  to  put  in  a  Joint  rate  that  is  fair  and 
reasonable. 

Mb.  Hambun  :  If  six  months  should  demonstrate  that  the  trafQc  had  not 
increased  on  the  joint  rate  to  any  great  extent,  from  your  talk  now,  you 
would  feel  under  some  obligations  to  lower  It. 

Mb.  Eaton:     We  will  take  that  into  consideration. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  The  reason  I  think  the  Commission  ought  to  do  some- 
thing definite,  of  course  the  railroads  are  as  much  a  part  of  the  State  of 
Iowa  as  the  shippers.  They  pay  their  portion  of  all  their  expenses  and 
should  have  the  same  consideration  that  the  shippers  have  in  matters  of 
this  kind,  and  for  that  reason  there  ought  to  be  something  definite  in 
regard  to  it.  Now,  what  would  be  right  and  fair  to  my  notion,  would 
be,  after  the  six  months,  if  the  shippers  had  not  demonstrated  their 
ability  to  increase  their  traffic  to  quite  an  extent  under  the  order  which 
you  are  about  to  issue,  then  the  matter  ought  to  stop,  and  we  ought  to  go 
back  to  the  straight  rates — ^maximum  rates — otherwise  you  would  be 
working  for  the  shippers  all  of  the  time,  notwithstanding  the  railroads 
are  a  very  large  part  of  the  state  and  should  be  taken  into  consideration 
as  well.  Now,  an  experimental  order  ought  to  accomplish  in  six  montns 
what  you  are  trying  to  accomplish,  or  they  ought  to  revert  to  the  condi- 
tions under  which  the  order  was  issued  in  the  first  place.  It  ought  not 
to  be  a  downward  matter  on  one  side  all  of  the  time  if  that  one  side 
don't  accomplish  what  they  expect  to  accomplish  with  the  present  order. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Suppose  at  the  end  of  that  six  months  your  figures  show 
you  have  made  a  fair  ajid  reasonable  compensation  for  your  work;  that,  in 
fact,  it  had  been  of  general  benefit  to  the  people  of  Iowa»  even  if  it  had 
not  increased  as  expected;  don't  you  think  that  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consideration,  too? 

Mb.  Hambiin:  I  believe,  and  I  think  all  of  the  carriers  agree,  that  the 
order  as  it  will  be  issued,  will  be  very  detrimental  to  the  carriers.  I 
don't  think  it  will  accomplish  what  the  shippers  expect,  but  it  will  be 
detrimental  to  the  carriers  because  it  will  be  reducing  the  maximum  rate 
under  which  we  are  working,  to  the  extent  of  what  the  order  is,  and  to 
the  extent  of  what  we  have  to  pay  out  for  transfers  at  our  connections. 
It  will  be  reducing  the  maximum  rates  that  the  railroads  have  protested 
against,  and  which  they  adopted  as  an  experiment  which  has  been  going 
on  for  about  seventeen  years. 

Mb.  EiATON:  Would  you  prefer  to  have  the  Commission  take  out  the 
whole  question  of  experiment,  and  simple  put  in  the  rates  arbitrarily? 

Mb.  Hambun:  No,  sir;  I  would  not.  I  believe  that  the  Commission  will 
do  what  they  think  is  fair  as  between  the  carriers  and  the  shippers,  and 
an  experiment  of  that  kind  will  be  very  much  better  than  en  arbitrary 
rate  with  no  experiment  at  all.  I  think  the  experiment,  though,  ought  to 
have  some  limitations  to  it. 
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Mb.  Wbight:  You  don't  think  that  they  are  Baying  that  they  are  going 
to  issue  an  order  for  an  experiment  for  six  months,  do  you? 

Mb.  Hambun:  I  don't  care  much  whether  they  say  that  in  their  order. 
What  these  gentlemen  say  is  as  good  as  a  written  order  so  long  as  they 
stay  on  the  Commission. 

Mb.  Wbight:  The  state  provides  that  within  ten  days  after  the  promul- 
gation of  an  order,  notice  should  be  giren.  I  think  that  means  the  pro- 
mulgation is  by  the  notice,  not  by  the  decision  which  you  make  to-day.  I 
want  to  suggest,  in  view  of  the  great  change  made,  that  the  notice  should 
not  to  be  sent  out.  The  ten  days  should  not  commence  to  run  until  some 
later  date. 

Mb.  Eaton:     How  much  time  do  you  need,  Mr.  Wright? 

Mb.  Wbight:  I  don't  know,  but  I  spoke  of  it  because  the  statute  gives 
a  very  short  time.    August  Ist — it  ought  not  to  be  made  before  that  time. 

Mb.  Eaton:     How  much  time  do  you  need? 

Mb.  Keefebs:  If  you  could  make  it  August  Ist,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think 
it  ought  to  be  done,  because  we  have  so  much  to  do  now. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     Make  it  at  what  time? 

Mb.  Keepebs:  August  1st.  I  want  to  say  in  connection  with  what  Mr. 
Hamblin  said  Just  now  about  raising  this,  about  lov/ering  or  raising  this 
percentage.  I  don't  understand  the  Commission  has  at  all  committed 
Itself  to  this  percentage  of  rates  necessarily,  if  there  is  some  other  way 
found  to  accomplish  what  is  desired.  I  haven't  heard  them  say  so,  and  I 
think  I  am  right  in  assuming  they  are  not.  The  Idea  Is  now  for  the  six 
months  to  try  80  per  cent  as  a  basis.  If  at  that  time,  or  before  that  time, 
you  conclude  that  isn't  the  right  way  to  make  those  rates,  and  that  it  is 
inequitable,  they  will  be  willing  to  consider  some  other  basis,  or  perhaps 
the  railroads  may  recommend  something  else.  The  shippers  may  agree 
to  it,  and  you  will  have  no  objection  to  it.  Of  course,  we  understand, 
I  think — most  of  us — that  we  have  got  to  have  joint  rates  here  while  the 
statute  is  in  effect.  I  would  like  to  say  one  thing  more,  Mr.  ChfiUrman, 
and  that  is,  if  you  feel  that  you  can  do  it,  if  you  will  make  these  rates 
not  as  a  distance  tariff  on  a  basis  of  80  per  cent,  but  let  a  scale  be  worked 
up  in  groups,  and  have  no  joint  rate  for  less  than  twenty-five  miles;  it 
is  a  very  low  rate  anyway,  for  twenty-five,  seventy-five,  or  a  hundred — or 
something  like  that — and  anything  within  those  distances  to  take  the  rate 
for  the  higher  distance.    It  would  be  simpler  and  easier  to  work  out. 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  I  just  want  to  say  one  word.  If  these  hearings  that 
we  have  had  do  not  educate  the  railroad  men  as  well  as  the  people,  the 
shippers  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  the  Commission,  the  hearing  has  been 
futile.  A  blanket  rate  is  not  going  to  accomplish  the  purpose  that  the 
shippers  of  Iowa  expect,  of  course.  We  know  that.  Some  of  them  that 
thought  it  would  when  they  first  talked  with  me,  are  entirely  satisfied 
now  that  it  will  not,  and  they  are  beginning  to  see  a  light  In  the  way  of 
getting  out  of  it.  They  begin  to  feel  like  they  would  like  to  see  a  change — 
some  change  in  the  long  and  short  haul  clause,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing, 
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and  I  belieye  the  experiment  is  more  in  that  line  than  in  any  other  lin< 
the  line  of  education — and  we  can't  have  the  education  without  we  get 
some  facts  and  those  facts  should  develop  in  six  months.  It  may  be  a 
costly  experiment,  so  costly  that  we  may  ask  to  have  you  cancel  your 
order  earlier,  or  change  it,  or  revise  it.  That  is  the  way  I  understand 
it — an  experimental  order. 

Mb.  Watson:  Mr.  Chairman  and  Gentlemen:  We  have  said  very  little 
with  reference  to  this  Joint  rate  bill  and  the  disposition  of  it  before  the 
CoDomission.  We  feel  very  much  as  the  traffic  men  of  the  other  lines  feel, 
that  any  method  of  establishing  Joint  rates  in  Iowa  under  the  peculiar 
conditions  is  an  experiment;  but  what  we  do  believe,  is  that  the  people  of 
'Iowa  are  beginning  to  awaken  to  the  conditions  which  confront  them  in 
this  state  in  its  development  as  an  industrial  state.  We  believe  that  six 
months'  experiment  of  the  Joint  rates  In  Iowa  will  show  to  the  industries 
of  Iowa — will  show  to  the  shipping  interests  of  Iowa — that  the  establish- 
ment of  Joint  rates,  on  whatsoever  basis,  will  completely  revolutionize  their 
methods  of  sales,  especially  so  with  the  Jobbing  centers,  and  that  they 
are  going  to  be  educated  to  a  point  where  a  campaign  of  education  is 
going  to  be  started  among  the  people  of  Iowa  for  changes  in  the  maximum 
distance  tariff  in  the  State  of  Iowa  and  other  sections  on  your  code  book 
to-day.  We  believe  that  the  maximum  distance  tariff  to-day  is  too  low 
as  a  straight  hauL  We  therefore  cannot  help  but  believe  that  any  basis 
for  Joint  rates  under  the  sum  of  the  two  locals  is  still  more  unreasonable. 
But  in  the  effort  to  assist  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Iowa  to  meet  the 
will  of  the  people  and  carry  out  what  has  been  set  for  them  to  do  by  the 
legislature  in  its  last  session,  the  Great  Western  Railroad  is  willing  to  try, 
as  a  six  months'  experiment,  on  a  basis  of  Joint  rates  of  80  per  cent  of  the 
sum  of  the  two  locals.  We  are  perfectly  willing  in  this  experiment  that 
this  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  two  locals  shall  include  the  transfer 
charges.  We  further  ask,  though,  that  the  minimum  charge  in  Iowa  be 
made  the  same  as  it  is  on  the  interstate  shipments.  But  I  don't  mind 
stating  now  that  the  minimum  on  interstate  shipments  is  going  to  be 
fixed  at  a  higher  basis  than  it  now  is,  because  we  have  found  to  a  certainty 
that  on  a  25  cents  minimum  that  the  railroads  are  handling  business  for 
less — for  nothing — in  fact,  in  many  instances  we  are  paying  out  five  and 
ten  cents  more  than  we  actually  earn  on  the  transportation  of  the  com- 
modity of  the  shipper. 

We  also  ask  that  where  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  two  locals  makes 
a  less  rate  than  continuous  mileage,  that  the  continuous  mileage  be  fixed 
as  the  minimum  fixed  or  Joint  rate. 

Mb.  Wbight:  I  want  the  records  to  show  that  so  far  as  the  Rock  Island 
is  concerned,  we  have  been  trying  to  assist  the  Commission  to  arrive  at 
Joint  rates.  We  do  not  want  to  be  understood  in  any  sense  €is  consenting 
to  an  order  of  this  character,  but  as  protesting  against  an  order  fixing 
the  Joint  rate  to  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  two  locals. 

Mb.  Davis:    Let  the  records  show  that  the  Chicago  and  North-Westem 
Join  in  the  same  protest. 

Mb.  :     Let  the  records  show  the  same  as  regards  the  Illinois 

Central. 
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'Mb.  Ellis:  I  would  like  to  have  the  records  show  that  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Hallway  enters  its  protest  against  the  establish- 
ment of  Joint  rates  on  any  other  basis  than  the  sum  of  the  two  locals, 
plus  a  transfer  charge  which  shall  not  be  reasonable  compensation  for  the 
transfer,  or  to  any  joint  rate  order  which  would  compel  it  to  deliver  its 
equipment  to  a  connecting  carrier,  or  receive  the  equipment  of  a  con- 
necting carrier,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not  a  common  carrier  of  cars. 

Ma.  Baton:  I  suppose,  not  to  cumber  up  the  records,  that  the  record 
might  show  this  order,  when  it  is  made,  will  be  against  the  protests  of  all 
railroads  not  consenting  to  it.  That  will  save  each  railroad  making  a 
record  of  it 

Mb.  HAMBLm:  My  record,  as  I  understand  it,  is  perfectly  clear  all 
through  the  hearing. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     The  Commission  has  no  doubt  of  it,  Mr.  Hamblin. 

Mb.  Eaton:  I  want  to  make  a  personal  statement  for  myself — it  won't 
bind  anybody  else — in  reply  to  Mr.  Keepers.  I  don't  wish  to  be  understood 
as  being  conmiitted  to  this  theory  at  all.  I  don't  believe  in  it.  I  don't 
believe  it  is  the  right  theory.  I  believe  there  is  only  one  scientific  theory, 
and  that  is  based  upon  the  continuous  mileage — either  an  arbitrary  amount 
added  to  it,  or  a  graduated  scale;  but  I  consent  to  personally,  with  the 
other  members  of  the  Commission,  establishing  this  as  an  experiment, 
because  the  representatives  of  the  railroads  generally  believe  that  that  is 
the  better  way — ^wiU  do  the  least  harm  to  the  railroads,  the  most  benefit 
to  the  people,  and  also  because  it  seems  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  shippers 
generally.  I  don't  want  to  be  understood  as  being  committed  permanently 
or  i>ersonally  to  this,  or  any  other  theory.  I  want  to  call  your  attention 
to  a  part  of  this  law  under  which  we  are  acting,  which,  just  a  moment  or 
two  ago,  impressed  me  after  listening  to  the  statements  in  regard  to 
transfer  charges.    It  is  as  follows: 

In  establishing  such  rates  for  shipments  in  less  than  carload  lots,  ip  cases 
where,  at  the  connecting  point  or  i>oints  in  the  line  of  shipment,  the  connecting 
railways  have  not,  and  are  not  required  to  have,  a  common  station  or  stopping 
place  for  loading  or  unloading  freight,  the  Board  shall  make  such  lawful  t^gru- 
lation  as  in  its  Judgment  will  be  fair  and  Just,  respecting  the  transportation  of 
such  freight  from  the  usual  unloading  place  of  one  railway  to  the  usual  loading 
place  of  the  other. 

I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think  personally  that  that  is  mandatory 
upon  the  Commission.  Now,  notwithstanding  that,  the  Board  is  unanimous 
upon  the  theory  that  it  does  not  propose  to  give  away  to  the  railroads 
anything  that  it  now  has.  Where  there  are  stations  where  to-day  there 
Is  no  transfer  charge,  it  is  quite  likely  that  this  Board  will  find  some 
means  of  promulgating  an  order  that  you  don't  get  transfer  charges 
afterwards;  that  is,  if  you  don't  have  a  transfer  charge  now,  you  ought 
not  to  have  it  afterwards.  There  isn't  any  reason  for  it,  and  the  transfer 
charge  ought,  of  course,  to  be  based  upon  the  actual  cost.  There  ought 
not  to  be  any  profit  in  it.  It  seems  to  me  that  possibly  the  Board  might 
ask  for  definite  information,  or  gather  it  from  their  own  tariff  sheets,  as  to 
the  actual  cost  of  transferring  at  the  different  points,  and  make  an  order 
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to  cover  specific  cases,  so  far  as  the  transfer  is  concerned.  I  would  not 
say  without  looking  it  up  further.  I  am  quite  sure  it  can  be  worked  out 
fairly  and  Justly. 

Mb.  Simmons:     We  publish  such  a  schedule. 

Mb.  Keefess:     We  always  have. 

Mb.  Ketchttm:  What  we  have  reference  to  in  that  case  is,  there  are  a 
great  many  points  on  all  these  roads  where  there  are  no  transfer  charges 
now,  and  such  as  Mr.  Davis  referred  to,  that  would  be  another  matter. 

Mb.  Keepers:  And  we  have  always  endeavored  to  get  the  charge  as 
low  as  possible  because  it  has  to  be  paid.  In  some  places  they  are  too 
high  now.  Perhaps  they  might  be  made  a  little  lower.  It  depends 
largely  upon  the  length  of  service  and  the  quantity  that  is  being  trans- 
ferred. 

■ 

Mb.  Baton:  I  think  we  are  all  agreed  that  the  order  will  not  be  com- 
pleted at  this  time  except  as  to  carload-  lots.  The  transfer  charge  is  to 
be  absorbed,  but  as  to  less  than  carload  lots,  under  this  statute  the  Com- 
mission will  hold  that  matter  in  abeyance  until  it  can,  in  its  own  office, 
and  by  correspondence,  ascertain  the  exact  conditions;  and  then  a  little 
later,  perhaps  by  the  time  the  order  is  final — takes  effect — they  could  by 
that  time  make  a  complete  order  as  to  transfer  charges  in  less  than  car- 
load lots.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  it  from  every  railroad.  We  have  to 
have  that.    We  will  have  to  get  it  ourselves  or  have  you  do  it. 

Mb.  Btman:  We  have  been  notified,  Mr.  Eaton,  that  at  some  of  the 
points  in  Iowa  the  transfer  men  intend  to  ask  for  an  increase  in  the  cost 
of  their  transfer;  for  instance,  here  at  Des  Moines  where  we  have  been 
paying  3  cents  for  the  transfer,  they  have  given  us  notice  that  they  intend 
to  make  that  charge  5  cents. 

Mb.  Ketchttm:     What  is  to  prevent  you  from  doing  this  transferring 
in  Des  Moines  yourselves? 

Mb.  Etman:  We  have  no  facilities.  We  could  not  run  a  car,  Mr.  Ket- 
chum,  with  ten,  fifteen,  twenty  pounds  of  freight,  or  a  hundred  pounds  of 
freight,  or  five  hundred  pounds  of  freight  If  the  stuff  could  be  accumu- 
lated in  your  freight  house  a  week  or  ten  days  until  such  time  as  you 
would  have  a  reasonable  amount  to  transfer  by  car,  you  could  do  it. 

Mb.  Ketchttm:  If  you  load  a  car  at  your  freight  house  each  day,  which 
is  switched  over  to  the  Rock  Island — 

Mb.  Batman:  We  would  not  have  enough  to  warrant  doing  that.  Under 
present  conditions  we  would  not  have.  Then  there  would  be  the  intermit- 
tent belt  line  charge.  That  could  be  done  on,  say,  ten  or  twelve  thousand 
pounds  of  freight,  could  be  handled  as  a  carload,  and  the  belt  line  would 
have  to  be  absorbed  before  delivering.  There  is  no  direct  connection  with 
any  of  the  other  lines,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned  in  Des  Moines.  Mr. 
Berry  tells  me  that  the  transfer — our  Des  Moines  representative  advises  me 
that  we  have  a  transfer  here  at  Des  Moines  at  the  present  time  of  about 
twenty  thousand  pounds  per  month.  That  doesn't  all  go  to  one  freight 
house  or. one  road,  but  it  goes  to  all  of  the  freight  houses  and  covers  the 
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entire  transfer  for  the  month.  Divide  that  between  twenty-four,  then* 
and  see  what  the  tonnage  would  be  for  each  road  for  each  day.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  handle  that  in  the  cars. 

Mb.  Eaton:  We  are  unanimously  of  the  opinion  that  it  can  be  worked 
out  under  this  law,  that  this  transfer  charge  in  less  than  carlpad  lots  will 
have  to  be  adapted  to  particular  points,  because  the  expense  of  transfer 
differs  at  different  points.  As  suggested  by  Colonel  Palmer,  a  mile  and 
a  half  to  transfer  by  team  is  a  vastly  different  thing  from  drawing  it  two 
blocks  or  a  block,  and  it  seems  to  us  we  will  have  to  work  that  out  here; 
but  the  purpose  of  what  we  Intend  to  do,  or  try  to  do,  will  be  to  strictly 
comply  with  this  law  and  make  it  fair  and  Just,  and  that  fairness  and 
Justice  will  be  what  would  pay  the  actual  cost,  so  that  you  lose  nothing 
by  it.    I  think  under  this  law  that  is  what  we  shall  have  to  do. 

Mb.  Keepebs:  Distance  alone  would  not  fix  that  absolutely,  Mr.  Eaton, 
because  you  will  have,  instead  of  large  town%  with  more  or  less  paved 
streets — ^most  of  them  paved  street — ^which  is  much  better  than  a  mile  and 
a  half  from  a  little  station  in  the  country.  I  am  thinking  of  the  C  M.  & 
St.  Paul  at  Delaware.  I  think  that  is  about  a  mile  and  a  half — we  have 
to  do  some  transferring  there. 

Mb.  Eaton:     That  is  a  different  thing  from  Waterloo. 

Mb.  EIeepebs:  Yes,  sir;  not  only  the  distance,  but  the  bad  roads  at 
times,  and  the  small  amount  of  business,  and  of  course  the  transfer  men 
charge  more  for  it. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Referring  to  this  minimum  of  25  cents  a  mile  which 
some  of  the  locals  have,  fifteen  and  ten — 

Mb.  Keepebs:  It  might  be  seven  and  nine.  If  you  make  tWenty-five 
miles  for  the  lowest  group,  and  then  the  next  group,  say  fifty  miles, — 
in  other  words,  making  blocks  twenty-five  miles  apart  instead  of  five  and 
ten.  It  is  on  the  principle  of  the  zone  rate  and  is  adopted  all  over  the 
state. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Mr.  Smith,  you  are  interested  in  the  Interurban.  What 
effect  does  it  have  on  your  line,  making  twenty-five  miles  minimum?  Take 
the  locals  of  your  line  to  Cedar  Rapids,  Rock  Island  and  Iowa  City^? 

Mb.  Smith:  Twenty-five  miles  minimum?  You  mean  the  transfer 
charge?  I  was  not  listening  to  the  discussion.  Why,  it  couldn't  be  any- 
thing but  beneficial  to  the  Interurban  Railroad  under  the  present  circum- 
stances, in  my  Judgment. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     Would  it  affect  you? 

Mb.  Smith:  I  think  probably  it  would  increase  the  volume  of  our 
business. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Well,  the  minimum  twenty-five  miles,  subject  to  two 
locals,  would  be  satisfactory  to  interurban  railroads? 

Mb.  Smith:     For  our  own  railroad,  yes. 

Mb.  Eaton:  As  I  understand,  gentlemen,  it  simply  means  that  the 
Joint  rates  will  not  apply  on  a  mileage  less  than  twenty-five  miles  where 
two  roads  Join. 
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Mb.  Smith:  Of  course,  that  would  affect  Bome  of  the  points  on  our 
line. 

Ma.  Keefebs:     It  would  not  work  out  that  way. 

Mb.  Smith:  As  I  understand  the  proposition,  it  would  do  this:  If  a 
shipment  was  made  from  a  point  on  our  line,  say  ten  miles  from  Cedar 
Rapids  distant  to  some  point,  say  to  a  point  on  some  other  railroad,  that 
shipper,  under  that  ruling,  would  not  be  entitled  to  the  joint  rate.  The 
shipper  located  on  a  line  more  remote  from  the  terminal  would  get  the 
benefit  of  the  Joint- rate.  I  should  suppose  that  that  shipper  would  have 
a    complaint. 

Mb.  EJyman:     That  has  reference  to  the  minimum  of  twenty-five  miles. 

Mb.  Smith:  I  misunderstood  it.  I  didn't  think  it  was  anything  but 
reasonable.  I  thought  that  the  proposition  would  involve  discrimination 
as  between  localities. 

Mb.  Ketchtjm:  Mr.  Johnson,  of  another  interurban  line,  is  here.  I 
would  like  to  ask  him  about  the  same  question ;  what  effect  the  twenty -five 
mile  minimum  would  have  on  his  road  in  connection  with  other  lines.   . 

Mb.  Johnson:  As  I  understood  it  first,  it  would  be  twenty-five  miles 
at  Its  originating  point  on  our  line.  Now,  as  Mr.  Ketchum  has  explained 
to  me,  it  would  be  taking  the  twenty-five  miles  as  a  whole  connected  with 
both  lines;  that  is,  ten  miles  on  our  line  and  twenty-five  on  another,  which 
would  be  continuous. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Nothing  less  than  that  would  take  twenty-five  mile 
business? 

Mb.  Johnson:  As  I  understood  it  at  first,  if  the  originating  point  was 
twenty-five  miles,  on  our  line,  before  we  could  adopt  this  rate,  it  would 
practically  cut  us  out  of  business.  All  of  our  connections  are  within 
twenty-five  miles. 

Mb.  Etman:     It  is  making  the  joint  rate  twenty-five  miles. 

Mb.  Ketchum:      And  25  cents  would  be  five  on  yours  and  ten  on  others. 

Mb.  Keefebs:  There  is  no  case,  Mr.  Chairman,  where,  under  that  com- 
bination, any  road  would  make  less  than  twenty-five  miles. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Here  are  some  gentlemen  from  the  city  of  Des  Moines 
that  are  somewhat  belated,  but  want  to  be  heard.  It  is  the  custom  of  this 
Board,  as  I  understand  it,  to  hear  everybody.  It  is  suggested  that  Mr. 
Hurley  be  called  upon.    We  shall  be  glad  to  hear  from  you,  Mr.  Hurley. 

Mb.  Hubley:  Des  Moines  has  been  heard  on  this  proposition  through 
Mr.  Wiley.  Mr.  Wiley  represents  the  Des  Moines  jobbers,  who  are  asso- 
ciated under  the  name  of  the  "Greater  Des  Moines  Committee."  We  think 
we  have  been  ably  represented,  but  possibly  we  have  been  remiss  in  not 
coming  before  the  Commission  in  a  body.  The  joint  rate,  a?  we  understand 
the  Commission  intend  to  put  in  on  an  80  per  cent  basis,  will  be  very  detri- 
mental to  the  interests  of  Des  Moines.  While  we  all  look  at  the  matter 
from  a  selfish  standpoint,  and  I  think  every  other  point  in  the  state  looks 
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at  it  from  tlie  same  standpoint,  there  are  things  to  consider  from  both 
sides,  and  there  is  one  point  that  I  wish  to  place  before  the  Commission^ 
and  that  is  this: 

Des  Moines,  in  years  gone  by,  was  not  known  as  a  jobbing  center.  The 
jobbing  business  was  done  mostly  in  Chicago  and  the  Mississippi  River 
points.  The  Mississippi  River  points  have  had  the  advantage  on  incom- 
ing freight  for  years  and  they  have  today.  For  instance,  on  steel 
products  they  pay  23  cents  under  present  schedule  from  Pittsburg  and 
we  pay  34 1-2,  a  differential  of  11 1-2  cents.  When  we  go  north  or  Bouth 
we  have  an  advantage  in  what  we  call  our  home  territory,  on  account  of 
the  Mississippi  River  jobbers  having  two  local  rates  of  freight  to  pay. 
Under  the  present  ba^is  of  doing  business,  the  Mississippi  River  people 
absorb  one  local  freight  rate,  and  we  do  the  same  when  we  go  into  their 
territory.  Now,  under  the  present  basis  of  freights  in,  if  an  80  per  cent 
basis  is  put  in  at  the  present  time,  when  we  work  north  in  our  own 
home  territory,  instead  of  the  Mississippi  River  points  being  forced  to 
equalize  with  Des  Moines,  we  will  be  forced  to  equalize  with  the  Mississ- 
ippi points  in  our  own  home  territory.  Mississippi  River  points  have 
always  had  the  advantage  on  incoming  freight  on  every  commodity,  ejid 
we  have  always  felt  ourselves  seriously  handicapped;  and  it  Is  simply 
through  extraordinary  effort  In  building  up  our  business  that  we  have 
succeeded  as  well  as  we  have.  We  realize,  that  owing  to  the  passing  of 
the  law  at  the  recent  legislature,  that  something  is  going  to  be  done  in 
the  way  of  joint  rates;  but  we  believe  that  the  Joint  rate  on  an  80  per  cent 
basis  is  not  fair  to  us  and  gives  the  Mississippi  River  points  a  still 
greater  advantage  than  the  one  they  already  have,  taking  it  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  smaller  towns  that  are  not  located  on  the  Mississippi 
River.  If,  when  the  different  jobbing  houses  in  Des  Moines  had  started 
to  organize  their  business,  they  had  looked  at  the  matter  of  establishing 
the  business  on- the  smallest  expense  account  possible,  they  would  have 
established  themselves  in  Fort  Dodge  or  Oskaloosa,  or  some  other  smaller 
point,  where  the  expense  of  doing  business  was  not  a  great  as  It  is  here. 
The  ground  rentail,  help,  and  everything  else  that  is  taken  into  consider- 
ation, the  expense  of  doing  business  is  greater  in  Des  Moines  than  it  is 
at  any  other  poiqt  in  the  state.  When  we  organized  we  took  all  those 
things  into  consideration,  and  we  established  ourselves  at  a  point  that 
we  thought  was  located  for  the  best  advantage  from  a  geographical 
standpoint.  Now,  if,  after  we  have  made  our  investment  of  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars,  if,  by  the  law,  the  people  that  are  located  at  other 
points  who  have  established  themselves  where  they  can  do  business  at  a 
less  cost,  can  come  and  ask  the  state  to  reverse  things  and  put  into 
effect  a  law  thai  will  handicap  us  still  further,  I  can't  see  the  justice  of  it 

Mr.  Eaton:    What  sort  of  a  joint  rate  would  you  suggest,  Mr.  Hurley? 

Mr.  Hurley:  We  were  under  the  impression,  from  what  has  been 
said  from  one  source  or  another, — I  don't  know  whether  the  information 
is  correct — that  a  sliding  scale  of  140  per  cent  basis,  was  to  be  put  into 
effect.  Now,  that  will  not  harm  us  to  such  an  extent  on  class  rates.  I 
understand  it  will  harm  the  manufacturer  because  of  the  rates  that  apply 
on  manufactured  products;   but  on  merchandise  rates  the  140  per  cent 
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basis  would  not  hurt  us.    It  would  hurt  us  Bomewhat,  but  we  can  stand 
it 

Mb.  EIaton:  You  say  140  per  cent  basis.  What  do  you  mean  by 
that? 

Ms.  Husley:  I  mean  the  full  rate  for  a  given  distance,  plus  40  per 
cent,  whether  it  is  over  two  roads  or  three  roads. 

Mb.  Eaton:    An  arbitrary  40  per  cent  added  to  the  continuous  mileage? 

Mb.  Hublet:  Added  to  the  continuous  mileage.  That  will  reduce  the 
present  rate  a  few  cents. 

Mb.  Eaton:    Both  on  the  long  and  short  haul? 

Mb.  Hxtbley:    Yes. 

Mb.  Eaton:     On  all  distances? 

Mb.  Htjbley:  According  to  my  understanding,  there  was  a  sliding  scale 
from  140  down  to,  say,  105  per  cent. 

Mb.  ICetchttm:  Wouldn't  that  make  the  Joint  rate  less  than  the  long 
line  rate? 

Mb.  Hubuey:  No,  sir;  I  don't  think  so.  The  80  per  cent  will.  You  take 
an  80  per  cent  rate  and  that  will  reduce  the  present  mileage  rate  on  the 
long  haul. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     You  would  have  to  get  out  some  distance  to  do  that. 

Mb.  Hxtblet:  Yes,  but  when  you  go  that  distance — ^there  are  people 
that  go  that  distance,  Mr.  Ketchum. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     That  would  be  pretty  near  to  Council  Bluffs. 

Mb.  Hubley:  Yes,  it  reduces  it  about  5  cents  from  Burlington  to 
Sioux  City. 

Mb.  Eaton:  We  can't  reduce  it  so  that  it  is  less  than  the  present 
mileage  schedule.  Up  to  the  point  where  they  come  together,  or  where 
there  might  be  a  reduction,  the  Commission  would  be  compelled  to  make 
an  exception,  providing  that  in  a  case  of  that  kind  continuous  mileage 
should  be  used  between  the  two  points;  nothing  less  than  that. 

• 

Mb.  Hublet:  Do  you  feel  that  it  is  a  Just  proposition  that  a  rate 
should  be  put  Into  effect  that  forces  the  jobber  doing  business  in  his  home 
territory  to  equalize  with  the  outside  Jobber? 

Mb.  Eaton:     I  don't  get  the  question. 

Mb.  Hublet:  Do  you  think  it  is  Just  to  put  into  effect  a  Joint  rate 
that  forces  the  Jobber  in  his  home  territory  to  equalize  with  outside 
people? 

Mb.  Eaton:  I  will  ask  any  gentleman  present  to  answer  that.  I  will 
ask  some  representative  of  Fort  Dodge,  if  he  is  present,  to  answer  that 
question.    Ask  it  again. 

21 
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Mb.  Hublet:  Is  It  just  to  the  jobber  doing  baslness  in  his  home  terri- 
tory to  have  a  Joint  rate  put  in  that  will  force  the  Jobber  In  his  home 
territory  to  equalize  with  outside  people? 

Mb.  Gbeen:  I  would  answer  that  question,  Mr.  Hurley,  by  asking  by 
what  right  does  any  locality  claim  territory?  In  the  first  place,  It  Isn't 
my  province,  nor  anyone  else's — the  Commission  is  supposed  to  represent 
the  entire  state,  and  by  what  right  does  any  locality  claim  the  territory? 

Mb.  Hxjbley:  From  geographical  location,  Mr.  Green.  If  you  ask  the 
state  to  relieve  you  on  a  certain  rate  situation,  then  the  rate  situation 
should  be  relieved  by  the  state  on  a  situation  that  Is  much  more  serious, 
and  that  is  the  rate  into  the  interior  from  the  Bast. 

Mb.  Gbeen:  What  have  you  to  say,  Mr.  Hurley,  on  the  differential  dis- 
crimination rate  between  Des  Moines  and  Fort  Dodge? 

Mb.  Hubley:     From  the  East? 

Mb.  Gbeen:    Yes. 

Mb.  Hublet:  That  was' reduced  to  practically  the  same  basis  on  the 
Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis  sometime  ago. 

Mb.  Gbeen:  We  are  discriminated  against.  You  get  a  rate  of  60 
cents  from  Chicago  and  we  have  to  pay  54  cents. 

Mb.  Hubley:  Des  Moines  is  perfectly  willing  that  that  should  be  cor- 
rected. 

Mb.  Gbeen:  It  Is  not  corrected  and  we  are  discriminated  against  in 
that  particular,  so  that  that  answers  your  argument  to  what  you  put  out, 
as  claiming  that  the  Joint  rate  will  injure  you.  What  right  has  any 
locality  in  the  State  of  Iowa  to  claim  any  territory  in  the  state  as  against 
any  other  territory? 

Mb.  Hubley:  Simply  this,  Mr.  Green;  that  the  State  of  Iowa,  owing  to 
laws  that  they  have  put  into  effect,  is  responsible  for  certain  rates  that 
are  In  effect  in  the  State  of  Iowa  from  the  East  today. 

Mb.  EIa.ton:  The  answer  to  that  question  was  turned  over  to  the  gen- 
tleman from  Fort  Dodge  to  emphasize  the  difficulties  of  this  Commission 
more  than  anything  else.  Fort  Dodge  representatives  come  down  here 
and  they  ask  for  relief,  and  we  have  those  conditions  all  over  Iowa;  and 
I  wanted  to  Impress  on  you  at  least  some  of  the  difficulties  and  troubles: 

Mb.  HuBLsnr:     I  appreciate  you  have  a  very  difficult  problem  to  handle. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Do  you  consider  Fort  Dodge  a  competitor  of  yours  In 
the  hardware  business? 

Mb.  Hubley:  Well,  I'll  tell  you.  There  are  some  very  nice  people  in 
Fort  Dodge,  and  we  haven't  anything  to  say  against  them;  but  it  Is  not 
a  large  house  and  they  are  not  strong  competitors.  It  is  a  retail  and  a 
wholesale  house.    It  is  not  strictly  a  Jobbing  house. 

Me.  Eaton:  For  Instance,  Council  Bluffs,  Sioux  City,  Fort  Dodge,  Du- 
buque, Marshalltown,  and  the  representative  from  Mason  City,  are  all 
asking  for  a  Joint  rate.    In  fact,  Des  Moines  is  not  asking  for  a  Joint  rate. 
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Waterloo  is  not  asking  it,  Cedar  Rapids  hasn't  been  here  at  all.    What 
ought  we  to  do?    Can  we  discriminate  between  towns  in  that  way? 

Mb.  Httblet:  Here  1b  the  whole  proposition,  ea  I  look  at  the  matter. 
These  people  have  looked  at  smaller  points  where  they  had  a  fewer  num- 
ber of  roads,  and  they  have  made  their  investment  there,  and  the  majority 
of  them  have  done  well,  and  the  majority  of  them  have  done  better  than 
they  expected.  Now  they  Bee  a  chance,  by  getting  the  state  legislature  to 
enact  a  law,  to  give  them  an  advantage  they  never  had  and  never  expected 
to  get  until  the  present  day.  They  never  expected  to  get  it  when  they 
started  in  business  and  made  their  investment.  We  have  already  made 
our  investment.  They  are  coming  in  and  asking  to  be  placed  on  a  parity 
with  us.  When  they  started  in  business  there  they  never  expected  to  get 
a  Joint  rate. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Do  you  know  of  any  way  by  which  we  can  single  out  and 
help  you  and  at  the  same  time  help  Fort  Dodge? 

Mb.  Hublbt:  Mr.  Green  is  a  manufacturer.  He  would  not  look  at  any 
proposition  from  a  jobber's  standpoint.  Of  course,  he  may  represent 
Jobbers — I  don't  know — ^but  the  Jobber  and  manufacturer  don't  usually 
look  at  a  proposition  altogether  from  the  same  standpoint.  The  only 
reason  that  Fort  Dodge  and  Council  Bluffs,  Burlington,  Davenport  and 
Dubuque,  would  want  a  Joint  rate,  is  because  they  have  not  the  number  of 
roads  that  Des  Moines  has,  and  they  want  to  be  placed  on  a  parity  if  they 
can  get  there. 

Mb.  EiATON:  They  want  to  increase  their  business  and  build  up  their 
town. 

Mb.  Hubley:  Is  there  any  reason  why  they  should  be  allowed  to  in- 
crease their  business  and  build  up  their  town  to  the  detriment  of  certain 
localities  that  have  always  had  those  advantages? 

Mb.  Eaton:  If  we  make  the  same  law  governing  Des  Moines  that  we 
do  Fort  Dodge,  we  don't  diBcrimlnate  in  the  law;  how  can  we? 

Mb.  Hubley:  I  believe  a  rate  basis  should  be  established  from  a  Just 
standpoint,  and  I  believe  that  is  what  the  Commission  is  trying  to  do. 
It  is  simply  a  question  as  to  what  basis  is  a  Just  basis  for  everybody  con- 
cerned. I  believe  when  the  other  cities  ask  for  an  80  per  cent  basis  they 
are  asking  for  more  than' they  are  entitled  to. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Mr.  Hurley,  would  you  be  in  favor  of  taking  out  the 
Joint  rates  entirely? 

Mb.  Hitbley:  No,  sir.  Just  for  a  continuous  mileage  over  all  the  roads 
in  the  state? 

Mb.  Ketchum:    Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  Hubley:    No,  sir;  I  would  not 

Mb.  EIaton:    What  would  there  be  unfair  about  that? 

Mb.  Hubley:  What  is  the  difference  between  that  and  the  Joint  rate? 
That  practically  places  every  city  in  the  state  on  the  same  basis. 
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Mb.  Eaton:     Aren't  we  here  for  that  purpose? 

Mb.  Hxtbuet:  I  don't  know.  I  don't  think  It  is  a  just  proposition. 
There  is  anotiier  point  to  look  at.  I  am  not  a  railroad  man.  and  I  don't 
talk  in  favor  of  the  railroads,  but  I  belleye  the  Commission  should  consider 
the  proposition  as  well  from  the  railroad  companies'  standpoint.  You  can 
hardly  ask  the  railroads  to  haul  and  transfer  over  two  or  three  roads  on 
a  minimum  charge  of  twenty-five  or  fifty  cents,  where  the  charge  would 
naturally  be  sixty  to  seventy-five  or  more.  We  all  know  under  the  pres- 
ent arrangement  we  have,  where  we  have  shipped  goods  over  two  roads, 
we  have  a  charge  to  pay  for  transferring.  Now,  somebody  is  obliged  to 
absorb  that  charge,  and  the  railroad  companies  have  to  do  it.  I  am 
just  speaking  about  the  justness  of  the  whole  proposition  from  our  stand- 
point, and  the  railroads,  and  everybody  else  concerned.  I  think  the  other 
people  are  asking  too  much.  That  is  my  idea  of  the  proposition.  I  am 
willing  to  say  that  a  joint  rate  is  all  right  up  to  a  certain  point. 

Mb.  B2aton:  The  vast  majority  that  have  been  here,  including  rail- 
roads, suggest  a  percentage  of  the  sum  of  the  two  locals,  rather  than  a 
continuous  mileage  basis.  Do  you  think  80  per  cent  is  too  much  of  a 
concession? 

Mb.  Hublet:     I  do,  yes. 

Mb.  EI^ton:     What  ought  it  to  be  in  your  judgment? 

Mb.  Hublet:    Well,  140  per  cent  basis — 

Mb.  Eaton:  Well,  but  I  am  talking  about  the  other  theory.  On  a 
percentage  of  the  two  locals,  what  do  you  tihnk  would  be  fair  about  that? 

Mb.  Hubley:  Well,  90  per  cent  would  give  the  other  points — would 
place  them  just  that  much  better  off  than  they  are  today,  and  take  it 
where  they  equalize  back  and  forth,  as  they  do  on  all  heavy  lines,  an 
eighty  per  cent  basis  would  put  us  to  a  disadvantage,  on  account  of  the 
extreme  freight  charges  from  the  Mississippi  River  to  Des  Moines  on  all 
incoming  stuff. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  You  refer  to  the  Mississippi  River  jobbers  more  than 
you  do  to  the  Missouri  River  jobbers.  They  pay  a  higher  rate  in  than 
you  do,  don't  they? 

Mb.  Hublet:  That  is  one  of  the  queer  points  of  the  present  freight 
tariff.  On  numerous  commodities  and  class  rates  Des  Moines  is  practically 
on  the  same  basis  as  the  Missouri  River,  and  they  are  one  hundred  and 
fifty  miles  further  west. 

Mb.  Eaton:     That  is  quite  an  advantage,  isn't  it? 

Mb.  Hublet:  Yes,  it  is.  You  take  the  freight  line  and  go  on  a  line  to 
the  Mississippi  River  on  an  almost  level  line  from  Chicago  on  an  Eastern 
route,  and  the  minute  you  cross  the  Mississippi  River  it  simply  goes  up 
hill  until  you  get  to  Des  Moines,  and  then  it  is  another  even  line  until 
you  get  to  the  Missouri  River. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Well,  isn't  that  advantage  enough  for  you  to  compete  in 
your  territory? 
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Mb.  Hublet:  No,  because  we  are  climbing  hill  all  the  way  from  the 
MifBissipi  River  to  Des  Moines. 

Mb.  Eaton:  How  about  when  you  Bxe  going  west?  You  go  clear  into 
the  territory  of  Council  Bluffs,  don't  you? 

Mb.  Hublet:  Yes,  but  we  are  talking  about  Eastern  rates,  and  the 
manufacturer  pays  practically  the  same  freight  upon  merchandise  from 
the  East  as  we  do.  He  can  sell  goods  at  Missouri  River  points  at  the 
same  price  that  we  can  in  Des  Moines,  instead  of  its  costing  him  more, 
as  it  does  cost  us  more  over  the  Missouri  River. 

Mb.  Eaton:  What  percentage  of  your  business  would  take  a  joint 
rate? 

Mb.  Hubley:  Simply  this:  that  if  a  Joint  rate  was  made  on  an  80 
per  cent  basis,  that  would  allow  other  jobbers  to  come  into  our  territory 
and  take  business  from  our  home  field.  We  would  have  to  go  out  into 
their  territory  and  then  our  business  would  be  increased  on  a  joint  rate 
basis. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     What  percentage  would  be  aftected  by  the  joint  rate? 

Mb.  Hubi£t:     Very  small. 

Mr.  Ketchum:     How  small? 

Mb.  Hublet:  We  work  possibly  a  half  a  dozen  towns  on  the  Iowa 
Central,  and  that  is  practicaly  all  that  the  Joint  rate  proposition  would 
affect  us.  The  only  towns  we  work  on  the  Illinois  Central  are  made  by 
our  cross  lines  north  and  south. 

Mb.  Luthe:  Mr.  Hurley  has  expressed  the  attitude  of  the  Des  Moines 
Jobbers  pretty  well.  I  can  say  in  addition  that  Des  Moines  shippers  are 
a  unit  on  the  matter.  That  is,  there  may  be  a  few  scattering  shippers 
here  that  would  be  in  favor  of  joint  rates,  but  I  would  not  think  over 
one  or  two  per  cent  of  the  total  of  shippers.  Now,  the  matter  of  Joint 
rates  for  or  against,  is  not  a  question  of  turkey  all  on  one  side  for  Des 
Moines,  because  we  have,  as  Mr.  Hurley  stated,  certain  points  where  we 
are  at  a  disadvantage.  For  instance,  we  ha.ve  to  prepay  or  make  strong 
equalization  on  the  Iowa  Central  line  and  Illinois  Central.  It  is  not  all  an 
advantage  for  Des  Moines,  but  we  feel  that  any  change  in  the  rates  at 
present  would  disturb  the  basis  upon  which  business  has  been  established 
here.  For  my  own  firm,  we  have  done  business  on  the  Mississippi  River 
and  in  the  interior.  We  were  ten  years  located  on  the  Mississippi  River, 
and  we  surrendered  advantages  which  we  enjoyed  there,  for  return  ad- 
vantages which  we  received  upon  coming  to  Des  Moines;  and  we  are 
all  established  here  on  largely  the  same  terms,  or  the  same  basis. 

Mb.  Eaton:  This  law  absolutely  requires  us,  however,  to  put  in  a 
joint  rate.  That  has  been  settled  by  the  legislature.  Now,  what  ought 
we  to  do? 

Mb.  Luthe:  I  haven't  studied  the  details  of  it,  or  gone  into  it  gen- 
erally, but  my  impression  is  that  a  schedule  of  140  per  cent  would  be 
fairer  than  any  other  schedule  to  Des  Moines  shippers.     As  I  say,  our 
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commissioner,  Mr.  Wiley,  could  answer  that  better  than  I,  and  he  conld 
express  himself  for  our  company  or  for  Des  Moines  shippers  Jointly. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Doesn't  that  frequently  amount  to  more  than  the  sum  of 
two  -locals  now? 

Mb.  Luthe:     I  don't  think  it  would. 

Mb.  Ketchxtm:     Tou  are  in  the  grocery  business,  aren't  you? 

Mb.  Luthe:     In  the  hardware  business. 

Mb.  Eaton:  While  you  have  been  talking  the  secretary  of  this  Board 
has  been  working  out  that  problem,  and  while  the  percentage  may  be  large, 
he  states  that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  it  will  work  out  on  the  140  per  cent 
theory  so  that  the  rate  would  be  in  excess  of  the  sum  of  the  two  locals  in 
Iowa.    The  people  of  Iowa  would  not  stand  that,  would  they? 

Mb.  Luthe:  I  don't  think  they  would.  As  I  say,  I  haven't  gone  into  the 
details  of  rate  making  or  figuring.  Mr.  Wiley  can  answer  that  better 
than  I  can. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Mr.  Wiley,  you  of  course  have  figured  over  this  rate 
question.  In  figuring  the  basis  of  the  Joint  rates,  how  have  you  computed 
them?    What  has  been  your  method? 

Mb.  Wh^et:  My  thought  was  that  instead  of  having  a  flat  140  per  cent, 
as  I  imagine  you  have  perhaps  misunderstood  Mr.  Luthe 

Mb.  Ketchum:     Where  did  he  get  that  idea? 

Mb.  Wiley:  The  140  per  cent  I  never  did  figure.  You  will  remember 
that  In  my  remarks  before  this  Commission  some  few  weeks  ago,  I  stated 
that  on  such  joint  schedules  as  you  might  find  it  your  duty  to  establish 
under  the  statute,  my  Judgment  was  that  it  should  be  an  excess  above  the 
continuouB  rate,  which  would  be  an  average  of,  say,  110,  115,  120  per 
cent,  and  that  in  stating  that  I  predicated  my  opinion  upon  your  own  sched- 
ule, which  provides  now  for  schedules  "A,"  "B,"  and  *'C,"  which  are  110, 
115  and  130  per  cent.  It  was  not  my  thought,  and  I  do  not  believe  it 
would  be  practical,  that  every  rate  should  140  per  cent  of  the  continuous 
distance  rate.  Suppose  you  would  start  in  with  your  Schedule  "C"  as  an 
example,  and  draw  a  line  on  the  order  for  parabola.  You  can  make  it 
start  with  the  high  per  cent.  The  ten-mile  distance  would  be  a  reduced 
per  cent;  and  15  still  less  of  an  excess,  and  in  that  way  you  would  very 
soon  taper  down  so  that  you  would  avoid  the  conflict  that  you  spoke  of, 
ending  with  105  per  cent.  In  other  words,  this  parabola  would  be  some- 
what on  the  model  of  the  rate  coronationship  Illinois  rates.  You  remember 
that  they  advance  with  decreasing  acceleration.  The  rates  for  the  Illinois 
distances  are  relatively  high  as  compared  with  the  Iowa  distances  for 
short  hauls,  but  when  you  pass  150  or  200  miles  the  Illinois  distance  class 
rates  in  general  will  be  lower  than  the  Iowa  class  rates,  so  that  in 
grading  out  this  way  you  would  have  to  calculate  a  total  starting  with  the 
higher  percentage  cases  and  grading  down  step  by  step.  My  thought  was 
that  you  would  run  down  to  about  the  schedule  "B,"  at  150  miles,  that 
being  the  end  of  the  train  run,  and  then  tapering  down  to  the  105. 
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BCb.  Ketchxtm:  We  hare  gone  orer  that  pretty  thoroughly,  taking  all 
the  different  percentages  both  ways,  and  of  course,  Mr.  Wiley,  In  getting 
at  what  would  be  a  ialr  and  equitable  joint  rate,  the  condition  that  we 
find  ourselves  in  on  this  Commission,  is  to  find  a  Joint  rate  that  will 
do  Fort  Dodge  as  much  good  as  It  will  Des  Moines.  Now,  we  are  not 
figuring  on  making  any  rates,  or  making  any  changes,  which  will  glye 
one  point  an  advantage  over  another,  or  one  place  an  advantage  over 
another.  That  I  don't  think  has  ever  been  the  thought  of  this  Board  for 
a  minute.  H  has  been  our  attempt  to  get  at  an  equitable,  fair  and  just 
joint  rate.  We  have  invited  the  shippers  of  the  state,  and  we  have 
invited  the  manufacturers  of  the  state,  and  all  communities  that  had 
any  interest  whatever  in  transportation  of  products  in  their  vicinities-^ 
have  been  taking  Fort  Dodge  products, — ^that  differs  very  widely  from 
other  points  of  the  state.  We  have  gone  all  over  the  whole  subject,  and 
we  find  ourselves  right  back  to  about  the  same  place.  The  law  says  we 
must  put  in  a  joint  rate.  That  is  where  we  are  standing,  and  we  find  our^ 
selves  at  that  point  where,  inasmuch  as  that  is  the  case,  we  must  put 
in  that  that  would  be  fairest  for  the  whole  State  of  Iowa;  regardless  of 
location,  regardless  of  commodities,  regardless  of  railroads,  shippers,  or 
anybody  else,  but  giving  such  rate  as  will  be  fair  for  all.  That  is  what 
we  would  w«mt  to  do.  Now,  if  you  can  show  us,  without  any  points  of 
discrimination  coming  in  contact,  where  we  won't  discriminate  against 
Des  Moines,  or  In  its  favor  against  Fort  Dodge,  or  any  other  city  in 
the  state.  We  want  it  just  and  fair  for  every  one  of  them.  That  is 
what  we  are  trying  to  get  at.  One  hundred  forty  per  cent,  or  any  basis 
we  are  figuring  on^  by  adding  to  the  mileage  of  the  long  line,  and  turning 
it  over  to  the  joint  lines — yet  we  don't  arrive  at  anything  that  would  be 
in  our  minds,  equitable  and  fair  all  around.  Mr.  Wiley,  we  want  to  be 
fair  with  you  right  here  in  Des  Moines,  if  we  can.  You  have  places 
here  in  Des  Moines  where  you  want  to  get  on  the  Illinois  Central,  so  you 
tell  me,  and  'on  the  Iowa  Central,  €uid  the  Iowa  Central  wants  to  get 
into  your  territory.  We  want  to  fix  It  so  you  can  all  get  together  and 
fight  for  the  business. 

Mb.  Wiley:  I  hope  the  Commissioners  realize  that  the  people  of  Des 
Moines  are  satisfied  that  the  Commission  is  doing  its  duty  exactly  as  it 
understands  it.  If  I  were  a  member  of  this  Commission,  I  would  feel 
that  I  would  have  to  do  something  in  the  way  of  putting  in  a  schedule  of 
joint  rates,  as  the  law  expresses  on  such  rates  and  commodities,  etc.,  as 
the  phraseology  goes.  Now,  we  have  no  criticism  to  offer  upon  the  Com- 
mission using  its  Judgment  and  doing  its  duty.  We  were  hopeful  that 
the  other  horn  of  the  dilemma  would  be  taken  hold  of,  but  this  is  not 
the  kind  of  a  matter  that  can  be  disposed  of  offhand.  We  believe — I  do — 
and  I  believe  that  the  Greater  Des  Moines  Committee  in  general  do,  that 
the  more  logical  basis  would  be  a  per  cent  in  excess,  rather  than  a 
percentage  discount.  In  fact,  the  very  fact  that  you  will  have  to  put  in 
a  proviso  that  the  rate  will  not  cut  the  continuous  distance  rates,  shows 
that  there  is  a  break  there,  so  that  the  matter  would  have  to  be  calculated 
out  any  way  you  please. 
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Mb.  Kbtchum:     That  is  provided  for. 

Mb.  Wiley:  Now,  speaking  for  the  gentlemen  present,  I  desire  to 
thank  the  Commission  for  giving  us  this  opportunity  to  record  ourselves. 
We  understood  from  the  announcement  at  the  last  hearing  that  yester- 
day's hearing  was  for  the  railroads,  so  that  we  are  at  a  disadvantage  in 
that  We  expected  this  to  be  a  strictly,  or  practically  a  strictly,  railroad 
meeting,  yesterday,  and  In  that  way  we  have  a  smaller  delegation  by  a 
great  number  than  we  otherwise  would  have  had  here  today.  We  under- 
stand also  that  this  is  a  tentative  schedule  of  yours;  that  you  are  putting  it 
in  to  try  it  out,  and  that  being  the  case,  we  feel  all  the  more  need  of  our  re- 
cording our  convictions  as  to  the  disadvantages  that  Des  Moines  is  under, 
that  are,  in  many  cases,  more  than  other  cities  are  under.  Mr.  Hurley 
mentioned  that  the  rates  from  bt.  Louis  on  probably  eight  or  ten  classes, 
are  as  high  to  Des  Moines  as  they  are  to  Omaha.  That  Is  Interstate,  that 
you  will  not  have  authority  to  deal  with  until  after  July  4th, — I  believe  you 
do  then, — so  that  it  is  a  subject  that  you  cannot  handle  now,  and  we  feel 
that  the  Commission  wants  to  be  fair.  We  have  our  own  ideas  as  to 
what  would  have  been  a  preferable  basis,  but  everyone  is  entitled  to 
their  individual  convictionB,  and  we  thank  you  very  much  for  giving  us 
this  opportunity  to  appear  before  you  and  record  our  own  convictions. 

Mb.  Eaton:  That,  gentlemen,  concludes  the  hearing,  then,  on  the 
subject  of  Joint  rates.  The  Chairman  has  already  explained  to  you,  in 
a  general  way,  what  the  Commission  intends  to  do. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Mr.  Davis,  was  there  anything  special  you  wanted 
to  bring  up? 

Mb.  Davis:  We  wanted  to  occupy  ten  or  fifteen  minutes  in  just 
adding  a  few  statements  in  reg&rd  to  application  of  coal  dealers  here, 
which  is  not,  as  I  understand  it,  a  Joint  rate  proposition;  but  if  it  would 
suit  the  Commission  we  will  take  the  time  now,  rather  than  come  back 
this  afternoon. 

Mb.  Eaton:  That  suits  me.  I  am  in  error  as  to  Mr.  Ketchum's  state- 
ment. He  didn't  want  to  be  so  understood.  I  got,  perhaps,  the  wrong 
impression  myself. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Now,  gentlemen,  regarding  the  finding  of  this  joint 
rate  basis^  I  want  to  make  this  statement;  that  we  have,  I  think,  about 
concluded  as  to  what  we  shall  do,  and  we  want  to  hold  the  matter  out 
for  a  little  while  until  we  qonfer  among  ourselves  and  In  our  own  way.  I 
don't  think  that  as  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  care  to  make 
a  statement  here  as  to  just  the  plan  and  just  how  we  will  put  in  this  joint 
rate,  but  we  will  get  at  it  at  once  and  put  in  a  joint  rate  that  I  think  will 
come  as  near  being  satisfactory  as  we  feel  that  we  can  get  to  from  all 
of  the  evidence  that  we  have  heard  on  both  sides,  and  in  a  fair  way,  and  be 
fafr  about  it;  but  I  don't  think  at  this  time  and  at  this  meeting  that  it 
is  hardly  fitting  for  us  to  state  just  how  that  will  read  when  we  finish 
it  up.  I  believe  that  is  about  all  the  statement,  so  we  will  consider  the 
joint  rate  business  closed,  and  will  take  up  now  the  coal  matter. 
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Mb.  Wbight:  In  connection  with  the  coal  matter,  I  want  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  table  that  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Simmons  for  the  Interstate 
Commission,  which  shows  the  interstate  rate  on  coal  on  the  three  large 
mining  centers  in  Illinois  and  Indiana,  to  every  station  on  the  line  of  the 
Rock  Island  road  in  Iowa,  and  call  particular  attention  to  the  fact  that 
in  almost  every  instance,  possibly  with  a  half  a  dozen  exceptions,  the 
interstate  rate  to  points  in  Iowa  on  coal,  is  less  than  the  Iowa  distance 
tariff  on  the  same  distance.  I  think  it  is  fair  that  we  should  go  into  the 
record,  in  view  of  what  has  been  said  in  reference  to  the  interstate 
rate  on  coal.  In  addition  to  that  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Cable  a  question 
or  two  as  bearing  upon  the  question  of  the  Illinois  rate  as  applied  to  our 
line.  I  will  ask  Mr.  Cable  to  state  what  the  fact  is  in  Iowa  in  compari- 
son with  Illinois,  as  to  the  rates  of  our  line  and  the  ability  to  carry  a 
larger  tonnage,  with  the  same  engine,  over  the  Illinois  lines,  than  we  can 
over  the  Iowa  lines. 

Mb.  Cable:  I  have  here  a  copy  of  our  engine  tonnage  rating  sheet, 
whi<^  shows  the  capacity  that  we  consider  that  our  engines  have  on 
various  parts  of  the  line;  and  in  answer  to  Mr.  Wright,  I  will  say  that 
I  take  our  Class  39  engine,  which  is  our  standard  freight  engine  in  both 
Illinois  and  Iowa,  fuid  the  capacity  of  those  engines  westward  over  the 
main  line  of  the  Illinois  division,  is  2105  tons.  The  capacity  of  the  same 
engine  over  our  ESast  Iowa  division,  being  that  part  of  the  division  from 
the  Mississippi  River  to  Valley  Junction,  is  1255  tons,  and  from  Valley 
Junction  west  of  the  Missouri  River,  it  is  1170  tons;  that  is,  in  a  west- 
ward direction. 

In  the  eastward  direction  the  capacity  of  the  same  engine  over  our 
Illinois  division  main  line,  is  2135  tons,  and  on  the  Iowa  division  it  is  1095 
tons  east  of  Valley  Junction,  and  1380  tons  between  Valley  Junction  and 
the  Missouri  River;  and  the  freight  lines  on  the  main  line  of  the  Illinois 
division,  the  ruling  grade  against  the  westward  train  is  thirty-four  feet 
per  mile  excepting  right  out  of  our  yard  at  Blue  Island.  We  have,  between 
Blue  Island  and  a  station  about  twelve  miles  out,  a  ruling  grade  of  forty 
feet  to  the  mile.  Now,  on  our  Iowa  division  between  the  Mississippi  River 
and  Des  Moines,  the  ruling  grade  against  the  westward  train  is  fifty-eight 
feet  to  the  mile,  and  between  Des  Moines  and  Council  Bluffs  the  ruling 
grade  is  sixty-nine  feet  to  the  mile.  The  ruling  grades  against  .eastward 
trains  on  the  Illinois  division  are  thirty-three  feet  to  the  mile,  and  on 
the  Iowa  division  east  of  Des  Moines  are  forty-eight  feet  to  the  mile,  and 
on  the  Iowa  division  west  of  Des  Moines  are  sixty-three  feet  to  the  mile. 
Does  that  answer  your  question,  Mr.  Wright? 

Mb.  Baton:  I  would  like  to  ask  you  how  your  grade,  and  the  power 
of  your  engines  compare  with  the  grades  and  the  power  of  the  engines  of 
other  roads  in  Iowa.  Take  the  Northwestern  and  Milwaukee  &  Saint 
Paul  and  the  Illinois  Central. 

Mb.  Cable:  I  can't  speak — I  only  know  the  general  way  that  the 
Northwestern  main  line,  for  instance,  runs  over  a  territory  where  the 
country  is  not  so  much  broken,  and  I  presume  the  grades  are  not  so 
heavy  as  ours,  but  I  have  no  exact  knowledge  as  to  the  grades  on  those 
lines. 
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Mb.  Wbight:  You  have  no  means  of  comparing  the  grades  on  the 
Northwestern   in   Illinois,  with  those   In  Iowa? 

Mb.  Cable:    No,  sir. 

Mb.  Wbight:  Mr.  Cable,  what  is  the  fact  in  the  handling  of  coal  in 
coal  cars,  as  to  the  cars  being  returned  empty?  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  a 
large  percentage  of  the  empty  cars  are  coal  cars? 

Mb.  Cable:  I  haven't  any  figures  to  show  that,  but  I  don't  think 
there  is  any  question  but  that  the  mileage  made  by  the  coal  cars — the 
larger  percentage  of  the  mileage  made  by  coal  cars — Is  empty  mileage, 
larger  than  any  other  class  of  cars,  but  I  don't  have  the  figures  to  show  it. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Well,  you  haul  a  great  deal  of  coal  in  the  grain  cars, 
don't  you? 

Mb.  Cable:  Quite  a  little,  Mr.  Ketchum,  yes,  sir.  That  Is,  from  Illi- 
nois, you  mean — ^not  from  Iowa. 

Mb.  Davis  :  I  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Eyn:ian  a  question.  Mr.  Ejyman,  In 
some  of  the  former  hearings  we  have  had,  it  was  claimed  by  coal  dealers 
that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  coal  consumed  in  Iowa  came  from 
Illinois  and  other  states.  Have  you  had  prepared  a  statement  showing 
the  actual  traffic  handled  by  the  Northwestern  road  for  commercial  and 
domestic  purposes,  other  than  the  railroad  coal?  Can  you  give  the  Com- 
mission the  proportion  of  coal  that  we  haul  from  the  State  of  Illinois,  as 
compared  with  the  amount  of  coal  that  we  distribute  in  the  State  of  Iowa? 

Mb.  Eyman:  Yes,  sir;  I  can  give  the  Commission  a  statement  of  the 
soft  coal  received  at  all  stations  in  Iowa  for  the  calendar  year  of  1906. 
Now,  this  shows  the  number  of  cars  that  originated  in  Iowa  and  the  num- 
ber of  cars  that  originated  outside  of  Iowa.  It  does  not  show  all  that 
originated  in  Illinois.  There  might  have  been  some  in  Indiana,  but  all 
originated  outside  of  Iowa.  That  statement  shows  that  we  handled  a 
total  number  of  cars  during  the  year  1906,  at  all  stations  in  Iowa,  12,674 
cars,  out  of  which — I  have  got  that  wrong.  I  will  correct  that.  We 
handled  a  total  of  16,930  cars,  out  of  which  12,574  originated  at  points 
in  Iowa,  and  4,356  originated  at  points  outside  of  Iowa;  or,  out  of  the 
entire  tonnage  of  the  number  of  cars  that  we  handled  at  local  stations 
in  Iowa  during  the  year  1906,  74  per  cent  originated  at  our  Iowa  mines. 

Mb.  Davis:  It  is  also  suggested,  Mr.  Eyman,  that  the  rate  on  slack 
coal  from  points  in  Iowa  to  Omaha,  is  less  in  some  instances  than  the  rate 
on  the  same  character  of  coal  to  Council  Bluffs.  I  wish  you  would  explain 
to  the  Commission  how  the  difference  in  the  Omaha  and  Council  Bluffs  rate 
exists,  and  what  controls  the  rate  to  Omaha. 

Mb.  Eyman:  The  rate  to  Omaha  of  $1.06  per  ton,  I  think  possibly  at 
the  present  time  on  slack  coal,  is  fixed  by  competition. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Where's  that  from? 

Mb.  EiTMAN:  From  Buxton.  That  is  fixed  by  competition  from  the 
Western  coal  field;  that  is,  Kansas  and  Missouri  field,  and  there  is  a  rate 
made  on  steam  coal  for  the  bakers  at  Omaha,  or  any  others  who  desire  to 
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use  It.  The  rate  was  forced  upon  us,  and  my  recollection  is  that  that  rate 
was  not  put  In  of  our  own  volition  really,  but  It  was  put  in  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Iowa  Ck)mmi88ion  a  number  of  years  ago  to  enable  the  Iowa 
miners  to  dispose  of  their  slack  coal  in  competition  with  the  ICansas  and 
Missouri  mines.  I  think  I  am  right  in  the  statement  that  the  first  sug- 
gestion as  to  the  establishment  of  this  rate  in  order  to  protect  the  Iowa 
mines,  came  from  the  Iowa  Railroad  Ck)mmission. 

Mb.  Davis:  To  show,  Mr.  Eyman,  that  the  rate  on  slack  coal  from 
Buxton  to  Omaha,  as  I  recall  it,  was  11.01,  and  the  rate  on  slack  coal 
from  Buxton  to  Ck>uncil  Bluffs  was  |1.56,  what  would  you  say  as  to  the 
rate  of  |1.01  being  a  compensatory  rate  that  one  railroad  could  make  a 
fair  profit  on? 

Mb.  Eyman:  I  would  say  that  rate  was  entirely  too  low.  I  don't 
believe  it  is  a  i^emunerative  rate.  I  don't  think  there  is  any  money  in 
that  rate. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  The  joint  rate  on  that  coal  from  Buxton  would  take 
that  traffic  out  of  your  hands,  wouldn't  it,  from  Buxton?  On  the  short 
line  haul  from  Buxton  to  Omaha? 

Mb.  E^rM▲N:  I  don't  understand  that  the  joint  rate  in  Iowa  would 
affect  the  tonnage  or  the  movement  of  traffic  to  any  extent  as  between 
Buxton  and  Omaha.     That  is  an  interstate  proposition. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  I  was  talking  about  Council  Bluffs.  Tou  say  the 
rates  are  the  same. 

Mb.  Etmait:  I  don't  know  what  the  effect  of  the  joint  rate  proposition 
would  be  to  Council  Bluffs.  If  the  Council  Bluffs  rate  was  made  by  using 
80  per  cent  of  the  straight  rate,  preserving  the  integrity  of  the  present 
continuous  distance,  I  don't  see  how  the  establishment  of  the  80  per  cent 
rate  would  take  that  out  of  our  hands  on  Council  Bluffs  business. 

Mb.  Ketchuh:  Tou  have  tracks  of  your  own  from  Buxton  to  Council 
Bluffs,  don't  you?  and  the  joint  rate  would  take  your  coal  out  of  Buxton 
and  turn  it  over  to  some  other  railroad  to  take  it  a  shorter  distance? 

Mb.  Etmait:    That  might  be  true. 

Mb.  Ketchuh:  For  instance,  you  turn  that  over  to  the  Burlington 
road,  or  the  Rock  Island. 

Mb.  Eyman:  You  mean  that  the  joint  distance  would  be  so  much 
less  than  our  distance,  that  the  rate  would  be  made  lower  by  the  joint 
rate  than  by  the  continuous  rate? 

Mb.  Ketchum:    Yes. 

Mb.  Etman:  Well,  that  is  one  objection  that  we  have  urged  against 
the  establishment  of  these  joint  rates;  that  it  would  take  the  business 
away  from  the  line  that  originated  it,  and  go  to  a  point  for  final  disposition 
on  its  own  line. 

Mb.  Davis:  There  is  another  question  I  wanted  to  ask.  A  comparison 
of  Illinois  and  Iowa  schedules  indicates  that  under  some  circumstances 
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the  Iowa  schedule  is  higher  than  the  Illinois.  I  wish  you  would  explain 
to  the  Commission  some  difference  in  the  surroundings  as  to  why,  under 
some  circumstances,  the  product  can  be  carried  cheaper  in  Illinois  than 
in  Iowa. 

Mb.  Eyman:  I  would  like  to  qualify  that  statement,  Mr.  Davis,  that 
the  figures  do  show  that  the  Iowa  rate  is  in  some  cases  higher  than  the 
Illinois  rate,  when  you  consider  the  steam  coal  rate  in  Iowa.  I  haven't 
been  able  to  find  as  low  a  basis  anywhere  under  any  circumstances  as 
the  pea,  nut,  and  slack  rate,  in  the  state  of  Iowa.  It  is  lower  than  it  is 
anywhere.  It  runs  from  20  to  40  per  cent  lower  than  the  distance  tariff 
rates  in  Illinois.    It  is  all  handled  under  the  soft  coal  rate. 

Mb.  Eaton:     You  don't  have  any  pea  or  slack  rate  in  Illinois? 

Mb.  Eyman:  No,  sir;  we  don't  We  don't  make  any  distinction  be- 
tween the  mine  run  coal  or  the  steam  coal  in  Illinois.  It  is  all  handled 
under  one  rate. 

Mb.  Eaton:  You  take  your  rate  and  average  it  with  the  lump  coal 
rate  in  Iowa,  what  average  would  it  make? 

Mb.  Eyman:  It  would  make  an  average  very  much  less  in  Iowa  than 
in  Illinois. 

Mb.  Eaton:  I  don't  think  I  have  ever  had  occasion  to  strike  an 
average  on  that,  Mr.  Eyman. 

Mb.  Eyman:  It  is  fair  to  assume  that  the  average  distance  that  coal 
would  be  hauled  locally  in  Iowa,  would  be  seventy-five  or  eighty  miles. 
Now,  take  even  your  lump  rate  for  that  distance  in  Illinois,  is  higher. 
I  mean  the  coal  rate  in  Illinois  is  higher  than  your  lump  rate,  to  say 
nothing  at  all  about  the  slack  coal  rate.  Your  lump  rate  in  Iowa  is  less 
than  the  soft  coal  rate  in  Illinois  for  that  distance. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Well,  the  fact  that  all  of  your  rate  in  Illinois  is  a 
lump  coal  rate,  it  gives  you  a  higher  freight  rate  than  your  lump  coal 
and  slack  coal  rate  in  Iowa,  unless  your  average  is  what  I  would  natur- 
ally suppose  it  was,  although  in  Iowa  there  is  a  great  deal  of  slack 
coal  used  now  for  manufacturing  purposes,  and  I  presume  some  in  Illinois. 
It  is  growing  some  there,  isn't  it? 

Mb.  Eyman:  I  would  say,  taking  the  traffic  as  it  actually  moves  today, 
and  the  lump  coal  we  handle  in  Iowa  is  handled  on  a  lower  basis  than  the 
soft  coal  we  handle  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  although  the  conditions  sur- 
rounding the  handling  of  the  business  in  Illinois  would  undoubtedly 
justify  a  lower  basis  than  in  Iowa. 

Mb.  :     What's  the  difference  between  Iowa  and  Illinois? 

Mb.  Eyman:  Coal  moves  in  Illinois  largely  in  trainload  lots  from  the 
mines  to  large  consuming  centers.  It  is  not  a  one-car  distribution  of  all 
your  local  stations  all  over  the  state  to  such  an  extent  as  it  is  in  the 
State  of  Iowa,  but  the  bulk  of  the  coal  we  move  from  our  mines  in 
Illinois, — 'the  commercial  coal — amoves  in  large  quantities.  We  move  it 
almost  the  entire  distance  from  the  mines  to  its  final  destination  in 
trainload  lots. 
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Mb.  Ketchum:  And  the  density  of  traffic  is  much  greater  in  Illinois 
than  in  Iowa? 

Mb.  Etmak:    Tes. 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Owing  to  the  physical  condition  of  the  road  in  places 
an  engine  will  haul  greater  tonnage? 

Mb.  Etman  :  That  is  my  judgment  so  far  as  the  physical  condition  of 
the  roads  is  concerned.    I  have  no  actual  figures  on  that. 

Mb.  Davis:  With  your  experience  in  the  traffic  department  of  the 
Northwestern,  what  would  you  say  as  to  the  present  Iowa  schedule  on  soft 
coal  being  a  low  one  or  not,  and  whether  the  railroad  could  stand  a  reduc- 
tion consistent  with  prior  remuneration. 

Mb.  Etman:  I  should  say  in  answer  to  that  that  the  rate  per  ton  per 
mile  on  the  coal  we  handle  in  Iowa,  is  lower  than  any  other  coal  we 
handle  anywhere*  and  that  the  rate  is,  if  anything  too  low.  I  will  say 
without  qualification  that  the  rate  on  the  steam  coal — slack  coal — is  en- 
tirely too  low  to  be  remunerative. 

Mb.  Davis:  Any  further  reduction  in  the  lump  coal  rate  would  carry 
it  below  the  line  of  fair  compensation? 

Mb.  Eyman:    Yes,  sir;  I  think  so. 

Mb.  EiATON:  I  notice  by  our  schedule  that  on  lump  and  nut  the  rates  in 
Iowa  and  Illinois  come  together  at  seventy-five  miles. 

Mb.  Etman:  About  seventy-five  miles,  yes  sir.  I  have  a  statement 
showing  seventy-five  miles,  the  Iowa  distance  tariff  on  lump  and  nut,  is 
8%  cents  and  the  Illinois  distance  tariff  is  85  cents.  Below  seventy-five 
miles  the  Illinois  distance  tariff  is  higher  than  the  distance  tariff  in 
Iowa  on  lump  and  nut. 

Mb.  Eatoit:  From  there  on  is  a  great  divergence  when  it  gets  to 
ninety  miles.  It  is  about — ninety  miles  we  are  slightly  higher — say  6  per 
cent  higher  than  Illinois. 

Mb.  Eymaiy:  No,  sir.  According  to  my  figures  the  Iowa  distance  tariff 
for  ninety  miles  is  94  cents.    The  pea,  nut  and  slack  rate  is  70  cents. 

Mb.  Eaton:     I  am  talking  about  lump,  pea  and  nut. 

Mb.  Etman:  The  Illinois  distance  tariff,  according  to  my  figures  here, 
is  99  cents,  which  is  5  cents  hif^er  than  the  Iowa  distance  tariff. 

Mb.  Eaton:     That  is  substantially  right. 

Mb.  Eyman:  Those  figures  may  be  wrong.  Take  the  eighty-five  miles, 
the  Iowa  distance  tariff  is  91  cents,  and  the  Illinois  distance  tariff  is 
87  cents. 

Mb.  Eaton:  When  it  gets  to  a  hundred  miles,  we  are  10  per  cent 
higher  than  in  Illinois. 

Mb.  Etman:    Tes. 

Mb.  Eaton:  When  it  gets  out  to  500  miles,  there  is  no  such  haul  in 
Iowa,  and  of  course  it  is  25  per  cent  higher. 
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Mb.  Etvan:     One  hundred  twenty-five  miles — 

Mb.  Eatoh:  I  took  500  miles— take  200  miles,  and  what  have  you  got 
U  there? 

Mb.  ETMAif :    1.30  in  Iowa  and  1.10  in  Illinois. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Two  hundred  fifty  miles? 

Mb.  Etman:     It  is  1.40  in  Iowa  and  1.17  in  Illinois. 

Mr.  Eaton:  The  rates  advance  more  rapidly  in  Iowa  than  they  do  in 
Illinois  for  the  long  distance.  In  Illinois  the  distance  tariff  is  made  up 
on  adding  a  greater  percentage  to  the  short  haul.  The  terminal  distances 
are  the  same  on  a  short  haul  and  a  long  haul.  The  Iowa  distance  tariff 
is  extremely  low  for  short  distances  and  the  rate  is  higher  for  the  long 
distances. 

Mr.  Eyman:  The  distance  tariff  is  made  up  on  an  entirely  different 
tariff  basis.  That  is  why  I  say  that  the  coal  that  we  handle  is  handled 
on  a  much  lower  basis  in  Iowa  than  in  Illinois,  because  the  bulk  of  the 
coal  is  not  handled  over  seventy-five  or  eighty  miles. 

Mr.  Palmeb:     How  much  of  the  coal  is  hauled  more  than  75  miles? 

Mb.  Eyican:  I  should  say,  as  far  as  the  North- Western  Road  is  con- 
cerned, not  more  than  25  per  cent  in  Iowa;  that  is,  Iowa  coal. 

Mb.  Palmeb:  How  much  is  less  than  75  miles — 75  miles  less  what 
proportion? 

Mb.  Etman:     Seventy-five  per  cent,  I  should  say. 

Cou>NEL  Palmeb:     That  Is  hauling  a  distance  of  75  miles  and  under? 

Mb.  Eyman:     Yes,  sir. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Our  schedule  shows  that  we  are  considerably  lower  than 
Illinois. 

Mb.  Eyman:  For  long  distance  your  rates  are  higher  on  the  lump  coal 
in  Iowa  than  they  are  in  Illinois. 

Colonel  Palmeb:  Your  road  has  hauled  about  25  per  cent  for  a  dis- 
tance over  75  miles? 

Mb.  Eyman:  That  would  be  my  Judgment.  I  have  no  definite  figures 
on  that,  but  I  think  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  at  least  75  per  cent  of  the 
coal  we  handle  would  be  hauled  75  miles  or  a  shorter  distance. 

Mb.  Baton:     How  was  it  on  your  road,  Mr.  Tittemore? 

Mb.  Tittemore:  Our  haul  is  short.  I  should  say  our  haul  would  be 
less  than  Mr.  Eyman's,  but  I  had  the  impression  that  Mr.  Eyman's  figures 
were  too  low.    I  should  say  our  haul  would  be  about  seventy-five  miles. 

Mb.  Davis:  Mr.  Tittemore,  what  proportion  of  the  tonnage  of  the  Iowa 
Central  transported  in  Iowa  is  coal? 

Mb.  Tittemore:  I  think  it  was  about  three  years  ago  I  took  up  the 
question  of  analyzing  each  item  of  our  traffic,  with  the  object  of  reducing. 
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if  possible,  the  percentage  of  ooal  hauled  on  the  Iowa  Central  Road  by  In- 
creasing the  other  traffic.  I  could  easily  see  that  If  the  Iowa  Central 
Railroad  could  not  increase  Its  other  business,  that  the  percentage  of 
coal  that  we  were  hauling  on  the  rate  per  ton  per  mile,  that  it  would  have 
to  do,  would  ruin  it.  I  found  at  that  time  that  40  per  cent  of  the  tonnage 
of  the  Iowa  Central  Road  in  Iowa — now,  I  am  not  quite  clear  as  to  whether 
it  was  40  per  cent  of  the  tonnage,  or  40  per  cent  of  the  earnings,  but  I 
recollect  that  40  per  cent  of  the  earnings  was  coal  tonnage.  Since  that 
time  we  have  had  two  years  with  deficits  of  close  to  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  and  I  understand  there  was  some  strenuous  figuring  to  make  it 
as  small  as  that 

Mr.  Eaton:     To  make  it  a  deficit? 

Mb.  TrrTEMOBE:  To  make  the  deficit  as  small  as  that.  And  last  year 
we  had  a  very  small  surplus.  This  year  we  probably  will  have  a  small 
surplus  over  and  above  the  fixed  charge,  and  I  think  I  am  correct  in 
saying  the  Iowa  Central  has  about  the  smallest  amount  of  interstate  mile- 
age now  of  any  road  in  Iowa.  If  tiiat  is  true  it  is  conclusive  evidence  to 
me  in  handling  the  traffic  of  the  Iowa  Central  Road,  that  the  coal  tonnage 
of  the  State  of  Iowa  is  being  hauled  at  a  rate  altogether  too  low.  There 
may  be  other  conditions,  but  there  is  no  other  condition  that  can  offset 
that  conviction  in  my  mind,  that  the  rate  on  the  coal  we  haul  in  Iowa 
under  the  Iowa  distance  tariff  is  too  low.  We  haul,  of  course,  on  a  short 
haul,  that  is,  75  per  cent  of  our  business  would  be  under  seventy-five 
miles,  I  think.  Any  change — any  reduction  in  the  rate  on  coal  in  Iowa, 
I  am  afraid  would  interfere  with  our  interstate  rates  somewhat. 

Mb.  Eaton:  If  the  reduction  was  only  made  beginning  at  the  point 
of  seventy-five  miles,  it  would  not  Interfere  with  you,  would  it? 

Mb.  Titttoiobe:  It  would  not  interfere  with  our  business,  I  do  not 
think,  to  any  great  extent,  except  that  I  believe  the  rate  would  be  too  low 
if  we  had  to  do  any  business  on  it.  I  believe  that  the  coal  rates  in  the 
United  States  are  altogether  too  low — perhaps  some  are  too  high.  Per- 
haps a  readjustment  might  help  it,  but  as  a  general  thing  the  coal  rates 
in  Iowa  are  too  low. 

Mb.  Eaton:  If  we  were  to  adjust  the  coal  rates  in  Iowa  to  the  rates 
in  Illinois,  perhaps  adding  5  per  cent,  as  we  have  done  in  some  instances 
on  some  conmiodities,  we  would  really  be  doing  more  harm  to  the  people 
of  Iowa  than  we  would  good,  wouldn't  we,  because  we  would  have  to  raise 
the  rate  in  Iowa  on  the  short  haul  up  to  seventy-five  miles.  You  would 
be  glad  to  have  that  done,  wouldn't  you? 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  I  would  not  object  to  that  for  the  Iowa  Central  Road 
surely.  It  throws  the  burden  on  someone  else;  but  certainly,  as  time  goes 
on,  the  coal  in  Iowa  will  be  on  the  shorter  haul.  The  short  distance  rates 
in  Iowa  on  coal,  Mr.  Chairman,  are  too  low. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Is  there  any  reason  why  the  short  distance  rates  in  Illi- 
nois ought  to  be  any  higher  than  they  are  in  Iowa? 

Mb.  Thtemobe:  Not  except  that  they  are  more  reasonable.  The  rate 
in  Iowa  is  too  low.    It  is  not  compensatory. 
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Mb.  Eaton:  I  mean  comparing  the  two  rates.  Is  there  any  reason  why 
they  should  be  higher  in  Illinois  than  in  Iowa?  I  mean  taking  the  short 
rates. 

Mb.  TnTEHOBE:  Well,  I  can't  answer  that  tiuestion  very  well,  because 
I  am  not  as  competent  witness  in  Illinois  as  I  might  be  in  Iowa,  but  in 
Illinois  the  Commission  there  have  at  times  given  us  the  authority  on 
our  short  line  rates  to  make  different  rates  for  the  manufacturer  than 
we  would  for  domestic  purposes.  We  haul  a  great  deal  of  coal  out  of 
Illinois  into  other  states — not  much  in  Illinois.  Take,  for  instance,  on 
a  short  haul  we  might  be  allowed  to  make  a  difference  of  15  cents  a  ton 
on  coal  going  into  the  regular  coal  dealer  there  for  consumption,  and  15 
cents  higher  rate  than  we  would  going  in  to  a  manufacturing  plant. 

Mb.  Eaton:     Do  you  do  much  of  that  at  less  than  the  Illinois  rates? 

Mb.  Tittemobk:     Not  very  much.     I  only  have  in  mind  one  instance. 

Mb.  Eaton  :  Mr.  Cable,  does  your  road  haul  the  Illinois  short  distances 
at  less  than  the  Illinois  schedule  rates? 

Mb.  Cable:     I  know  nothing  about  rates. 

Mb.  Eaton:    What  do  you  say  to  that,  Mr.  Simmons? 

Mb.  Simmons:  No,  sir;  not  as  a  rule  the  lower  distance  tariff.  There 
might  be  some  instances  that  they  may  be  lower,  but  not  as  a  rule. 

Mb.  Davis:  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Tittemore  one  more  question;  what  his 
experience  in  the  traffic  department  is,  and  knowledge  of  the  cost  of 
moving  ooal;  what  his  judgment  is  as  to  the  present  Iowa  rate  on  lump 
coal — whether  it  now  affords  a  fair  remuneration  to  the  railroads? 

Mb.  TimafOBE:  I  don't  think  it  does  afford  a  fair  remuneration  to  the 
railroads,  especially  on  the  shorter  distances,  but  as  to  the  lower  classes 
of  coal — steam  coal — I  think  that  could  be  demonstrated  almost  physi- 
cally by  test  trains,  that  it  does  not  pay. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Isn't  it  true  as  far  as  pea  and  slack  coal  are  concerned, 
that  in  putting  in  the  rate  you  have  simply  adopted  the  custom  the 
railroads  began  with  at  the  beginning  in  order  to  move  it — fixed  a  rate 
so  that  it  could  move? 

Mb.  Tittemobe:  Yes,  there  was  a  time,  for  instance  on  the  Iowa  Cen- 
tral Road,  when  I  would  have  to  dispose  of  a  hundred  carloads  of  slack 
coal,  for  Instance.  Ten  years  ago  when  I  came  on  the  road  I  found  150 
cars  of  slack  coal  lying  around  that  had  laid  there  all  the  way  from 
thirty  to  sixty  days,  and  we  would  ask  the  miners — the  operators — to  un- 
load it,  and  they  would  not  do  it,  and  we  would  have  to  fix  some  sort  of  .a 
rate  that  would  move  it.  It  gradually  got  down  to  the  percentage  under 
the  lump  coal  rate,  and  we  wanted  the  cars  to  use.  The  slack  coal  rate 
just  grew.  They  would  have  to  load  them  in  order  to  keep  their  mine 
open — to  keep  it  working.  The  first  thing  we  would  know  we  would  have 
fifty  carloads  of  slack  coal  on  hands,  and  the  operator  would  say,  "They 
are  yours.     You  can  take  them  and  get  rid  of  them." 
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Mb.  Eaton:  Did  you  put  that  rate  in  yourself,  or  was  it  put  in  by  the 
Commission? 

Mb.  Tittemobb:  We  put  in  a  slack  coal  rate  that  was  not  put  in  by 
the  Commission,  but  in  the  beginning,  as  I  understood  it,  the  suggestion 
came  from  the  Commission,  which  grew  out  of  the  very  conditions  I 
am  telling  you  about. 

Mb.  Davis:  I  don't  know,  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  there  is  any  further 
evidence  to  offer  on  this  coal  rate,  but  we  want  to  be  as  emphatic  as  we 
can  in  protesting  against  any  contemplated  reduction  in  the  coal  rates  in 
Iowa  at  this  time.  In  the  first  place,  we  believe  that  there  has  been  no 
showing  that  would  require  a  reduction.  In  the  second  place,  I  think 
we  have  shown  that  they  are  reasonably  low,  and  in  the  slack  coal,  unrea- 
sonably low.  If  the  Commission  contemplates  putting  in  a  joint  rate  that 
will  make  a  further  reduction,  we  think  it  would  be  a  very  injurious 
move,  and  unfair  to  the  interests  of  the  railroads  to  contemplate  making 
a  reduction  in  the  coal  rates  at  this  time. 

Mb.  KfiEpEBs:  The  Illinois  Central  is  situated  different  from  any  other 
road  in  Iowa,  I  believe.  It  has  not  got  any  coal  mines  on  its  road.  We 
have  a  tariff  to  use  on  coal  on  our  line  in  Iowa,  and  it  is  the  only  tariff 
we  have.  Now,  we  think  that  you  could  give  us  a  joint  tariff.  You  say  we 
can't  use  a  straight  tariff.  If  we  could  not  use  a  straight  tariff,  we  would 
have  to  use  this  other,  which  would  be  rather  unfair.  There  is  nothing 
reciprocal.  It  would  all  be  one  way.  We  could  have  all  the  coal  we 
could  haul  on  this  joint  rate. 

Mb.  Ketchum  :    The  joint  rate  does  not  affect  you. 

Mb.  Keefebs:     If  you  say  the  joint  rates  must  be  made — 

Mb.  Ketchum:  Take  the  consignments  at  the  Illinois  points  turned 
over  to  Iowa — wouldn't  that  affect  you? 

Mb.  Keefebs:     I  €un  talking  about  Iowa  rates  entirely. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     You  wouldn't  have  any  Iowa  coal  business? 

Mb.  Keefebs:  We  have  no  Iowa  coal  business,  and  if  you  would  make 
an  80  per  cent  rate  I  presume  it  would  have  to  apply  over  the  Iowa  Cen- 
tral— ^possibly  Illinois  Central. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     You  already  make  these  rates. 

Mb.  Keefebs:     FVom  Illinois  to  Iowa. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     Is  your  rate  on  other  roads? 

Mb.  Keefebs:     Through  Illinois? 

Mb.  Ketchum:    Yes. 

Mb.  Keefebs:     Yes. 

Mb.  Ketchum:     Therefore,  the  joint  rate  would  not  affect  your  line. 

Mb.  Keefebs:     On  Iowa  coal.     If  you  made  a  joint  rate  in  Iowa  we 
would  have  to  take  80  per  cent  of  these  other  rates.    Now,  we  have  no 
mines  on  our  own  road,  so  it  means  that  all  the  coal  we  would  haul  would 
22 
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be  on  this  Joint  rate  basis  and  nothing  the  other  way,  which  we  don't 
regard  as  being  quite  fair. 

Mb.  Eaton:  Your  percentage  would  be  very  small,  wouldn't  it,  Mr. 
Keepers? 

Mb.  KEEPiaus:  I  think,  perhaps,  the  percentage  would  increase  to  a  certain 
extent,  I  presume,  if  the  rate  would  be  reduced  20  per  cent  on  each  line's 
haul.  We  would  haul  for  a  very  low  rate,  which  we  don't  want.  We  must 
protest  against  any  joint  rate  on  coal,  as  far  as  the  Illinois  Central  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mb.  Elus:  I  would  Just  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Commission — 
which  shows  that  in  comparison  with  the  Iowa  distance  tariff  the  inter- 
state rates  in  the  state  are  higher  than  the  basis  of  the  distance  tariff 
within  the  state,  and  that  the  interstate  rates  out  of  the  state  are  lower. 
Now,  that  taken  in  connection  with  the  fact  which  has  been  shown  beyond 
question  by  a  number  of  roads,  that  the  great  bulk  of  our  coal  consumed 
in  Iowa  comes  from  Iowa  mines,  would  not  indicate  that  Iowa  mines  were 
being  discriminated  against  Iowa  people  are  using  much  coal  farther  from 
the  Iowa  mines,  and  the  interstate  adjustment  is  in  favor  of  the  Iowa 
mines  in  both  ways — ^both  from  outside  of  the  state  in  it  Is  higher,  and 
from  the  inside  out  is  lower. 

Mb.  Hamblin:  I  wish  to  protest  on  the  part  of  the  Burlington  Road 
against  any  reduction  in  the  rates  in  Iowa  on  coal.  I  presented  a  state- 
ment two  or  three  weeks  ago  here,  which  showed  that  the  outside  coal 
coming  into  the  State  of  Iowa  was  not  10  per  cent  of  the  coal  that  was 
handled  in  Iowa.  That  is,  90  per  cent  or  over  is  Iowa  coal,  and  we  wish 
to  protest  against  any  change  in  the  rates  in  Iowa,  whether  Joint  rates 
or  local. 

Mb.  EIaton:     This  hearing  stands  adjourned,  gentlemen. 

12:40  o'clock  p.  m.,  June  25,  1907. 


No.  3348—1507. 

CoBN  Belt  Me^t  Pboducebs  Asso-  1-  t*^^.       ^^^ 

AxA^n^  ^^^^^°  -evoov  |  j^  ^^  Reducttofi  in  Rates  <m  Live 

ciATioN  I        stock,  with  Special  Reference  to 

Railway  Companies.  J        ^^*^*'  ^«*«^  «~^  ^'^^^P- 

Complaint  filed  January  7,  1907. 

On  January  7,  1907,  there  was  filed  with  the  Board,  petition  of  the 
Com  Belt  Meat  Producers  Association  as  follows: 

Befobe  the  Boabd  of  Railboad  Commisbionebs  fob  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Petition  for  Reduced  Rates  on  Live  Stock. 

The  Com  Belt  Meat  Producers'  Association,  your  petitioner,  is  an  organiza- 
tion of  over  two  thousand  members  who  reside  chiefly  within  the  State  of  Iowa, 
and  are  engraged  in  the  raising,  feeding,  and  marketing  of  live  stock. 

The  present  condition  of  railroad  rates  In  Iowa  warrants  reductions  In  the 
schedules  on  some  commodities ;  and  complainants  claim  that  the  rates  on  live 
stock  should  receive  your  favorable  consideration  on  the  following  grounds: 
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I.  A8  to  the  present  status  of  Iowa  rates  !n  general  It  will  be  useless  to 
pick  scattered  comparisons  on  a  few  rates  out  of  the  half  million  in  force.  If 
we  take  the  average  rate  on  all  commodities^  as  given  by  the  official  reports, 
we  find  that  the  revenue  for  every  ton  hauled  a  mile  in  this  state  is  approxi- 
mately 26  per  cent  higher  than  the  average  in  Wisconsin  for  1904  and  46  per 
cent  higher  than  the  average  was  in  Illinois  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1906. 
The  average  revenue  per  ton  per  mile  in  Iowa  for  the  last  year  reported, 
ending  June  30,  1905,  was  30  per  cent  higher  than  the  average  for  the  same 
year  in  the  United  States,  and  over  30  per  cent  higher  than  the  average  in  the 
Iowa  group  of  states  (Qroup  VI  as  clsissified  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
C<)mmisslon)  which  includes  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Northern 
Missouri  and  the  eastern  part  of  the  Dakotas. 

n.  A  number  of  years  ago  there  was  a  reasonable  reduction  in  the  rates 
on  hogs  in  Iowa,  but  there  hcu9  been  no  reduction  in  rates  on  cattle,  sheep, 
horses  or  mules  since  the  Iowa  Commission  established  railroad  rates  over 
seventeen  years  ago.  During  these  years  the  earnings  of  the  railroads  in 
Iowa  have  increased  from  $29,338,033.77  to  $58,436,943.15.  The  freight  revenue 
per  mile  has  increased  from  $2,436.26  for  the  year  1889  to  $5,618.36  for  the 
year  1905  on  the  entire  lines ;  the  Iowa  freight  revenue  alone  in  1905  wcu9  over 
60  per  cent  greater  per  mile  of  road  than  the  entire  line  traffic  per  mile  was  in 
1889.  And  during  this  time  the  live  stock  hauled  annually  in  Iowa  has  in- 
creased from  976,053  tons  to  1,598,909  tons. 

III.  The  experience  of  neighboring  states  is  of  value  by  way  of  compari- 
son. But  complainant  alleges  that  comparisons  of  the  Iowa  state  schedule  to 
the  Missouri  schedule  are  unfair  to  the  Iowa  shipper  because  the  Missouri 
schedule  has  been  placed  so  high  that  the  railroads  continually  cut  beneath  the 
rates  fixed  by  the  state,  while  in  Iowa  the  Conunissloners*  rates  are  accepted 
sus  standard.  Consequently  the  rates  in  Iowa  truly  represent  the  rates  received 
for  shipments  all  over  the  state,  while  in  Missouri  this  is  not  true. 

For  instance  from  Mcintosh,  Missouri,  to  St  Louis,  a  distance  of  89  miles^ 
the  rates  on  horses  over  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  is  8%  cents  per 
hundred  pounds,  while  according  to  the  state  schedule  it  would  be  12  cents,  on 
cattle  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  rate  is  9^  cents,  and  the  state 
schedule  is  11  cents,  on  hogs  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  rate  is  11 
cents  and  the  state  schedule  is  13  cents.  The  rate  on  cattle  from  Osbom,  Mis- 
souri, to  St  Louis  (297  miles)  over  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  is  14% 
cents  and  the  state  schedule  is  17%  cents,  on  hogs  the  Chicago,  Burlington  & 
Quincy  schedule  is  18%  cents  and  the  state  schedule  is  20%  cents. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  Missouri  railroads  cut  below  the  state 
schedule,  nevertheless  the  state  rates  on  cattle  and  sheep  in  Missouri  are  some 
lower  than  in  Iowa;  for  example  the  rate  on  cattle  for 

200  miles  in         Iowa  is  15.53  cents  per  100  pounds. 

200  miles  In  Missouri  is  15.       cents  per  100  pounds. 

300  miles   in        Iowa  is   20.26  cents  per   100  pounds. 

800  miles  in  Missouri  is   17.6     cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  difference  in  regard  to  sheep  is  much  greater ;  for  instance  you  can  ship 
ten  tons  of  sheep  in  Missouri,  double  deck.  150  miles  for  $13.00  while  the 
same  amount  shipped  in  Iowa  would  cost  you  $19.00,  the  Iowa  rate  being  thus 
$6.00  higher  than  the  Missouri  rate. 

rV.  In  Illinois  the  rate  on  cattle,  sheep,  horses  and  mules  for  almost  all 
shipments  are  much  lower  than  the  rates  for  the  corresponding  distances  in 
Iowa  as  shown  by  the  accompanying  table ;  for  example  three  cars,  one  of 
cattle  (20,000  lbs.),  another  of  horses  and  mules  (22,000  lbs.),  and  the  third 
of  sheep  (10,000  Iba),  if  shipped  under  the  Illinois  schedule  of  rates,  in  place  of 
the  Iowa  schedule  would  save  the  shipper: 

$  4.06  on  a  haul  of  50  miles 

9.80  on  a  haul  of  100  miles 

14.06  on  a  haul  of  150   miles 

19.64  on  a  haul  of  200  miles 

23.91  on  a  haiil  of  250  miles 

28.43  on  a  haul  of  300   miles. 
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V.  There  was  a  time  when  Iowa  live  stock  rates  were  low  compared  to  the 
rates  in  the  surrounding  states.  In  those  days  Iowa  was  leading  in  the  move- 
ment to  secure  equitable  rates  on  her  principal  products.  Now,  after  these 
many  years  have  passed,  while  the  rates  on  cattle,  sheep,  horses  and  mules  for 
all  distances  up  to  400  miles  have  remained  stationary,  and  other  rates  have 
been  reduced,  and  the  revenues  of  the  railroads  have  Increased  over  128.000,000 
a  year,  we  believe  it  is  again  time  for  Iowa  to  take  her  place  in  the  forefront 
among  her  sister  states  protecting  her  farming  interests. 

In  view  of  the  length  of  time  since  we  have  had  a  reduction  in  rates  on  live 
stock,  and  the  high  average  revenue  per  ton  per  mile  on  all  freight  in  Iowa 
as  compared  to  the  average  in  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  the  Iowa  group  of  states  and 
the  United  States;  in  view  of  the  fact  that  our  neighbors  in  Illinois  and  Mis- 
souri fare  better  than  we  do,  we  ask  you  to  give  this  subject  favorable  con- 
sideration. The  live  stock  business  is  the  backbone  and  sinew  of  our  industrial 
life. 

Our  Interests  are  so  vital  to  the  welfare  of  the  state  that  we  urge  you  to 
place  the  rate  on  live  stock  in  Iowa  upon  an  equal  footing  with  the  rates 
paid  by  our  competitors  living  across  the  river  in  Illinoia 

For  the  good  of  the  farmer,  for  the  good  of  all  the  citizens  of  our  state, 
whose  prosperity  and  success  tises  and  falls  with  the  farming  interests,  we 
ask  you  to  give  us  lower  maximum  rates  on  live  stock,  and  we  especially 
petition  you  to  lower  the  rates  on  cattle  (Including  fat  cattle,  calves  and  feeders) 
covering  all  distances  within  the  state  and  applying  to  all  railroads  handling 
shipments  beginning  and  ending  within  the  bounds  of  the  state. 

Respectfully  submitted, 
Thb  Corn  Bei^t  Meat  Producers'  Association, 
By   Clifford  Thome,   Attorney  for  Complainant. 

On  date  the  petition  was  filed  the  Board  gave  notice  that  a  hearing 
would  be  had  upon  this  application  and  all  other  rate  and  classification 
matters  that  might  come  before  the  Commission  for  adjustment,  would 
be  heard  in  the  office  of  the  Board  on  February  7,  1907,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

On  the  date  named  the  Board  met  pursuant  to  notice  given,  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m.  for  the  purpose  of  making  such  changes  or  revision  in  its 
schedules  of  rates  and  classification  of  freights  as  It  might  determine  just 
and  reasonable. 

The  office  of  the  Board  being  too  smaJl  to  accommodate  those  desiring 
to  take  part  in  the  hearing  it  was  changed  to  take  place  in  the  reception 
room  of  the  Governor.  All  the  Commissioners  were  present  with  the  sec- 
retary. Chairman  Ketchum  announced  that  Ck)mmissioner  Eaton  would 
preside  at  the  hearing. 

There  were  present  at  the  hearing  the  following  persons  among  otherp: 

T.  H.  Simmons,  General  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

C.  H.  Hubbell,  General  Superintendent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

A.  W.  Eberhart,  Division  Freight  Agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

W.  P.  Brady,  General  Agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway 
Company. 

I.  Mitchell,  Dairy  Agent,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

P.  S.  Eustis,  Passenger  Traffic  Manager;  E.  R.  Puffer,  Assistant  General 
Freight  Agent;  John  Dewitt,  General  Baggage  Agent;  W.  D.  Eaton,  Attorney; 
W.  H.  Hill,  Division  Freight  Agent;  W.  G.  Wagner,  Claims  Agent,  represent- 
ing the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  Railway  Company. 

L.  Jodon,  Commercial  Agent,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  Falls  &  Northern  Railway. 

E.  B.  Watson,  Assistant  General  Freight  Agent;  A.  6.  Briggs,  General 
Attorney,  representing  the  Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Company. 
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W.  E.  Keepers,  General  Freierht  Agent,  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company. 

F.  P.  Byman.  General  Freight  Agent ;  F.  J.  Allen,  Dairy  Freight  Agent ;  J.  C. 
Davis,  Attorney;  L.  F.  Berry,  General  Agent,  representing  the  Chicago  A 
North- Western  Railway  Company. 

J.  H.  Hiland,  Third  Vice-President,  Wm.  Ellis,  Attorney,  representing  the 
Chicago.  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  Railway  Company. 

E.  M.  Wentworth,  General  Agent,  representing  Pennsylvania  Lines. 

H.  F.  Marsh,  General  Freight  Agent,  representing  Iowa  Central  and  Min- 
neapolis &  Saint  Louis. 

F.  G.  McMillan,  General  Freight  Agent,  representing  the  Wabash  Railroad 
Company. 

A.  E.  Wilkinson,  Secretary;  G.  Thomburgh,  Traffic  Manager;  F.  A.  Leigh- 
ton,  Manager,  and  Tom  Allen,  Attorney,  representing  the  Beatrice  Creamery 
Company. 

Ed.  Holm,  representing  the  Hanford  Produce  Co.,  of  Sioux  City. 

H.  R.  Wright,  State  Dairy  and  Food  Commissioner,  representing  the  Iowa 
dairy  interests. 

J.  D.  Ludlow,  Traffic  Manager ;  R.  M.  Highley,  Agent,  representing  the  Wells 
Fargo  &  Company  Expresa 

G.  Propst,  Route  Agent;  B.  F.  Stretton  Agent,  representing  the  Adams 
Express  Company. 

Robt.  E.  M.  Couye,  Assistant  General  Manager;  W.  C.  Morgan,  General 
Agent,  representing  American  Express  Company. 

Clifford  Thome,  Attorney ;  A.  Sykes,  President ;  H.  C.  Wallace,  Secretary, 
representing  the  Com  Belt  Meat  Producers'  Association. 

The  Ck>mml8Bioner8  called  up  the  application  of  the  Corn  Belt  Meat 
Producers  Association  for  a  revision  of  the  tariff  on  live  stock  within  the 
State  of  Iowa.  Clifford  Thorne,  attorney,  representing  the  Corn  Belt 
Meat  Producers  Association  Introduced  witnesses  on  behalf  of  the  appli- 
cant and  then  rested  his  case  with  the  understanding  that  he  be  permitted 
to  introduce  further  testimony  after  the  railway  companies  had  pre- 
sented their  side  of  the  case.  Mr.  J.  C.  Davis,  attorney,  representing  the 
railway  companies  suggested  to  the  Board  that  they  be  given  time  in  which 
to  analyze  the  documentary  testimony  filed  by  the  Com  Belt  Meat  Pro- 
ducers Association,  and  such  time  was  granted. 

After  consultation  by  the  Board,  Commissioner  Eaton  made  announce- 
ment as  follows: 

Oentlemen:  The  Commissioners  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  request  of 
the  railway  companies  for  time  is  a  reasonable  one;  but  while  you  are 
all  together  we  have  arrived  at  another  conclusion  which  the  Commission 
ask  me  to  state  to  you.  This  investigation  today  has  developed  the  fact 
that  while  there  has  been,  and  to  our  knowledge,  a  great  many  revisions 
of  the  classifications  in  the  past  years  there  has  not  been  any  general 
revision  of  the  schedules  and  classifications  in  Iowa  for  a  good  many  years. 
There  seems  to  be  a  public  demand  for  something  of  that  kind.  It  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Commission  that  there  ought  to  be  a  careful,  scientific  and 
complete  investigation  and  revision  of  the  whole  subject  of  freight  rates 
in  Iowa  and  while  the  Commission  dislikes  the  burden,  yet  it  feels  in 
honor  bound  to  take  up  that  burden. 

We  do  not  want  any  misunderstanding  either  on  the  part  of  the  shippers 
of  Iowa  or  the  railroads  of  Iowa.  This  Conmiission  believes  it  occupies  a 
sort  of  position  between  the  public  and  the  railroads;  that  its  functions 
are  largely  judicial  and  it  will  ask  from  the  hands  of  the  shippers  and  the 
people  and  the  railroads,  every  possible  piece  of  information  it  can  get 
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for  the  purpose  of  doing  the  exact  right  to  all  interests.  We  do  not  want 
the  people  to  understand  that  we  are,  so  to  speak,  "going  after  the  rail- 
roads/' neither  do  we  want  the  railroads  to  understand  that  we  propose  to 
do  anything  but  what  is  exactly  right.  We  may  err  in  judgment  but  we 
will  give  you  the  best  we  have. 

This  being  true  it  is  not  a  wise  thing  to  talie  these  matters  up  piece- 
meal. We  have  burdens  of  our  own.  We  will  begin  this  complete  investi- 
gation and  revision  of  freight  schedules  and  classifications  in  Iowa  at 
substantially  the  earliest  possible  moment.  The  law  requires  us  to  give 
a  notice  which  we  will  do.  We  ought  to  confer  with  the  representatives 
of  the  railroads  and  other  interests  in  these  proceedings  so  as  to  make  it 
convenient  for  them,  because  we  want  their  assistance.  We  want  it  all 
the  time. 

We  can  not  announce  at  this  moment  Just  when  that  investigation 
will  begin  but  it  will  be  as  early  as  it  can  be,  considering  the  notice  that 
we  have  to  give  and  considering  the  interests  of  all  parties  and  which  we 
intend  very  carefully  to  guard. 

This  particular  case  as  now  pending  will,  however,  be  given  the  pre- 
cedence. It  will  be  the  beginning  of  this  investigation.  Of  course,  when 
this  investigation  is  completed  it  will  be  for  the  entire  schedule. 

On  behalf  of  the  commission  I  give  you  all  notice  now,  that  the  time 
that  is  fixed,  after  consulting  all  interests  in  this  case,  this  case  will  be 
taken  up  first  and  completed.  The  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  will  have 
ample  oportunity  to  prepare  themselves.  The  members  of  the  Com  Belt 
Meat  Producers  Association  will  be  given  more  oportunity  for  what  they 
must  meet. 

On  February  8th  the  Commission  fixed  March  6,  1907,  for  a  continuance 
of  the  hearing  on  revision  of  rates  on  live  stock.  On  March  6,  1907,  at 
the  appointed  time  the  Board  met  and  there  was  filed  with  it,  amended  and 
substituted  petition  of  the  complainants  as  follows: 

BXFOBE   THE   BOABD   OF   RAILBOAD    COMMISSIONERS    FOB   THE    STATE   OF    lOWA. 

Thb  Corn   Belt  Meat  Producers'  Association,   Compi«ainant,  Ambndbd  and 

substttutbd  petition. 

To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commiaaionera  of  the  State  of  Iowa: 

The  Com  Belt  Meat  Producers'  Association,  your  petitioner,  Is  an  organiza- 
tion of  over  two  thousand  members  who  reside  chiefly  within  the  State  of 
Iowa,  and  are  engaged  in  the  raising,  feeding  and  marketing  of  live  stock. 

The  present  condition  of  railroad  rates. in  Iowa  warrants  reductions  in  the 
schedules  on  some  commodities ;  and  complainants  claim  that  the  rates  on 
live  stock  should  receive  your  favorable  consideration  on  the  following  grounds: 

1.  As  to  the  present  status  of  Iowa  rates  in  general,  It  will  be  useless  to 
pick  scattered  comparisons  on  a  few  rates  out  of  the  half  million  in  force.  If 
we  take  the  actual  rate  on  all  commodities,  as  given  by  the  ofliclal  reports,  we 
And  that  the  revenue  for  every  ton  hauled  a  mile  in  this  state  is  greater  than 
the  average  in  Illinois,  In  the  United  States,  or  in  the  Iowa  group  of  states 
(Group  VI,  as  classified  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission),  including 
Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Illinois,  Iowa,  the  northern  portion  of  Missouri,  and  the 
eastern  portion  of  the  Dakotas. 

2.  A  number  of  years  ago  there  was  a  reasonable  reduction  in  the  rates  on 
hogs  in  Iowa,  but  there  has  been  no  reduction  in  rates  on  cattle,  sheep,  horses, 
or  mules  since  the  Iowa  Commission  established  railroad  rates  over  seventeen 
years  ago.     During  these  years  the  earnings  of  the  railroads  in  Iowa  have  in- 
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creased  from  $29,338,033.77  to  158,436,943.15.  The  freight  revenue  per  mile 
has  Increased  from  |2,436.26  for  the  year  1889  to  |5,618.S6  for  the  year  1905 
on  the  entire  lines;  the  Iowa  freight  revenue  alone  In  1905  was  over  sixty 
per  cent  greater  per  mile  of  railroad  than  the  entire  line  traffic  per  mile  Was 
In  1889.  And  during  this  time  the  live  stock  hauled  annually  In  Iowa  has  in- 
creased from  976,058  tons  to  1,598,909  tonft. 

3.  The  experience  of  neighboring  states  Is  of  value  by  way  of  comparl- 
son.  But  complainant  alleges  that  comparisons  of  the  Iowa  state  schedule  to 
the  Missouri  schedule  are  unfair  to  the  Iowa  shipper  because  the  Missouri 
schedule  has  been  placed  so  high  that  the  railroads  continually  cut  beneath  the 
rates  fixed  by  the  state,  while  in  Iowa  the  Commissioners'  rates  are  accepted 
as  standard.  Consequently,  the  Iowa  rates  truly  represent  the  rates  received 
for  shipments  all  over  the  state,  while  In  Missouri  this  Is  not  true. 

For  Instance,  from  Mcintosh,  Missouri,  to  St.  Louis,  a  distance  of  89  miles, 
the  rate  on  horses  over  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Qulncy  is  8%  cents  per 
hundred  pounds,  while  according  to  the  state  schedule  It  would  be  12  cents ; 
on  cattle  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Qulncy  rate  is  9^  cents,  and  the  state 
schedule  is  11  cents;  on  hogs  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Qulncy  rate  Is  11  cents 
and  the  state  schedule  is  13  cents.  The  rate  on  cattle  from  Osborne,  Missouri, 
to  St.  Louis  (297  miles)  over  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Qulncy  is  14%  cents 
and  the  state  schedule  is  17^  cents;  on  hogs  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Qulncy 
schedule  is  18^  cents  and  the  state  schedule  is  20%  cents. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  Missouri  railroads  cut  below  the  state 
schedule,  nevertheless  the  state  rates  on  cattle  and  sheep  in  Missouri  are  some 
lower  than  in  Iowa ;  for  example,  the  rate  on  cattle  for 

200  miles  in  Iowa  is  15.53  cents  per  100  pounds; 

200  miles  In  Missouri  is  15.00  cents  per  100  pounds; 

300  miles  in  Iowa  is  20.26  cents  per  100  pounds; 

300  miles  in  Missouri  Is  17.5     cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  difference  in  regard  to  sheep  Is  much  greater;  for  Instance,  you  can 
ship  ten  tons  of  sheep  in  Missouri,  double>deck,  160  miles  for  113.00,  while  the 
same  amount  shipped  in  Iowa  would  cost  you  119.00,  the  Iowa  rate  being  thus 
16.00  higher  than  the  Missouri  rate. 

4.  In  Illinois  the  rates  on  cattle,  sheep,  horses  and  mules  for  almost  all 
shipments  are  much  lo'v^er  than  the  rates  for  the  corresponding  distances  in 
Iowa  as  shown  by  the  accompanying  table;  for  example,  three  cars,  one  of 
cattle  (20,000  lbs.),  another  of  horses  and  mules  (22,000  lb&)  and  the  third 
sheep  (10,000  Iba),  if  shipped  under  the  Illinois  schedule  of  rates,  in  place  of 
the  Iowa  schedule,  would  save  the  shipper: 

I  3.91  on  a  haul  of     50  miles; 

9.86  on  a  haul  of   100  miles; 

14.18  on  a  haul  of   150  miles; 

19.80  on  a  haul  of  200  miles; 

23.95  on  a  haul  of  250  miles; 

28.35  on  a  haul  of   300  miles. 

5.  There  was  a  time  when  Iowa  live  stock  rates  were  low  compared  to  the 
rates  in  surrounding  states.  In  those  days  Iowa  was  leading  in  the  movement 
to  secure  equitable  rates  on  her  principal  products.  Now,  after  these  many 
years  have  passed,  while  the  rates  on  cattle,  sheep,  horses,  and  mules  for  all 
distances  up  to  400  miles  have  remained  stationary,  and  other  rates  have  been 
reduced,  and  the  revenues  of  the  railroads  have  increased  over  128,000,000  a 
year,  we  believe  it  is  again  time  for  Iowa  to  take  her  place  In  the  forefront, 
among  her  sister  states,  protecting  her  farming  interests. 

In  view  of  the  length  of  time  since  we  have  had  a  reduction  in  the  rates 
on  live  stock,  and  high  average  revenue  per  ton  per  mile  on  all  freight  in  Iowa 
as  compared  to  the  average  In  Illinois,  the  Iowa  group  of  states,  and  the  Unltedi 
States ;  in  view  of  the  fact  that  our  neighbors  in  Illinois  and  Missouri  fare 
better  than  we  do,  we  ask  you  to  give  this  subject  favorable  consideration. 
The  live  stock  business  Is  the  backbone  and  sinew  of  our  industrial  life. 
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Our  interests  are  so  vital  to  the  weUfeire  of  the  state  that  we  urge  you  to 
place  the  rates  on  live  stock  in  Iowa  upon  an  equal  footing:  with  the  rates  jMdd 
by  our  competitors  living:  across  the  river  in  the  state  of  Illinois. 

For  the  g^>od  of  the  farmer,  for  the  good  of  all  the  citizens  of  our  state,  whose 
prosperity  and  success  rise  and  fall  with  the  farming:  interests,  we  ask  you 
to  give  us  lower  maximum  rates  on  live  stock,  and  we  especially  petition  you 
to  lower  the  rates  on  cattle  (including  fat  cattle,  calves,  and  feeders),  covering 
all  distances  within  the  state  and  applying  to  all  railroads  handling  shipments 
beginning  and  ending  within  the  bounds  of  the  state. 

6.  Complainant  •  charges  that  the  maximum  schedules  of  rates  on  horses, 
mules,  fat  cattle,  calves,  feeders  and  sheep,  as  established  by  the  State  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners,  and  now  in  effect  In  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  that 
the  actual  rates  received  by  the  railroads  doing  business  within  the  State  of 
Iowa«  for  the  transportation  of  such  commodities  between  points  within  the 
bounds  of  said  state,  are  unjust,  tmreasonably  high,  and  unreasonably  discrim- 
inatory in  themselves ;  and  that  the  said  rates  are  unreasonably  high,  unreason- 
ably discriminatory,  and  unjust  when  compared  to  the  rates  charged,  collected 
and  received  by  said  roads  from  people  residing  in  adjoining  states,  for  similar 
services  under  substantially  similar  conditions. 

Wherefore,  complainant  prays  that  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
of  the  State  of  Iowa  shall  establish  and  prescribe  maximum  freight  rates  on 
fat  cattle,  calves,  feeders,  horses  and  mules,  and  sheep,  for  all  distances  between 
points  within  the  State  of  Iowa,  for  all  railroads  doing  business  within  the 
state,  as  are  Just,  fair  and  reasonable;  and  that  the  said  Commission  shall 
make  an  order  that  the  said  railroads  shall  cease  and  desist  from  such  tm- 
reasonable  and  unjust  charges  as  are  alleged  herein,  and  that  the  said  railroads 
shall  not  hereafter  publish  or  collect  any  rates  or  charges  for  such  transporta- 
tion in  excess  of  the  maximum  rates  or  charges  so  prescribed. 

Thb   Corn   Belt   Mbat   Producsrs'   Association^ 

By  Clifford  Thome,  Attorney  for  Complainant. 

To  this  the  railway  companies  filed  answer  as  follows: 
Befobe  the  Board  of  Railroad  Ck>MMi88ioNEBS  foe  the  State  of  Iowa. 


In  THE  Matter  op  the  Petition  op 
THE  Corn  Belt  Meat  Producers' 
Association,  Asking  for  Reduction  in 
Maximvun  Live  Stock  Ratea 


-  Anauoer. 


Now  come  the  Chicago,  Burllngrton  ft  Quincy  Railway  Company,  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company,  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St  Paul 
Railway  Company,  the  Illinois  Central  Railway  Company,  the  Chicago  ft  North- 
Western  Railway  Company,  the  Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Company,  the 
Minneapolis  ft  St  Louis  Railroad  Company,  the  Iowa  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  the  Wabash  Railroad  Company,  and  in  reply  to  the  petition  or  com- 
plaint heretofore  filed  on  behalf  of  the  Com  Belt  Meat  Producers'  Association, 
asking  for  a  reduction  In  the  maximum  rates  on  live  stock  within  the  State  of 
Iowa,  each  of  said  companies  respectfully  represent  to  the  Commission  that  the 
maximum  live  stock  rates,  as  at  present  fixed  by  this  Commission,  and  now  in 
force  In  the  State  of  Iowa,  are  unreasonably  low,  and  are  now  flxed  at  a  rate 
where  there  is  but  slight  if  £iny,  profit  In  the  movement  of  live  stock  to  the  said 
railway  companies  from  one  point  in  the  State  of  Iowa  to  another. 

The  said  railway  companies  aver  that,  as  an  independent  proposition,  the 
said  rates  are  unreasonably  low,  and  are  not  fairly  remunertalve,  and,  further, 
that  said  rates  In  comparison  with  the  rates  of  adjoining  and  similarly  situated 
states  are  unreasonably  low. 
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Wherefore,  the  said  companies  respectfully  protest  against  any  reduction 
In  said  maximum  rates,  and  pray  that,  upon  the  conclusion  of  this  hearing,  the 
Commission  protect  the  Interests  of  these  companies,  and  make  no  reduction  In 
the  said  rates.  Respectfully  submitted, 

Chicago,  Bublinqton  &  Quznct  Railway  Co., 

By  W.  D.  Eaton,   Its  Attorney. 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Co., 

By  J.  Li.  Parrlsh,  its  Attorney. 
Chicago,  Milwaukbb  ft  St.  Paul  Railway  Co., 

By  Wm.  Ellis,  Special  Representative. 
Illinois  Central  Railway  Co., 

By  Thos.  D.  Healy,  its  Attorney. 
Chicago  ft  North-Westbrn  Railway  Co., 

By  James  C.  Davis,  its  Attorney. 
Chicago  Great  Western  Railway  Co., 

By  B.  B.  Watson,  A.  O.  F.  A.,  its  Attorney, 
Minneapolis  ft  St.  Louis  Railroad  Co., 

By  Geo.  W.  Seevers,  its  Attorney. 
Iowa  Central  Railway  Co., 

By  Geo.  W.  Seevers,  its  Attorney. 
Wabash  Railroad  Co., 

By  Fred  C.  McMillan,  its  Attorney. 

The  Board  then  adjourned  the  hearing  until  March  7,  1907. 

On  March  7th,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  further  hearing  was  had  in  this 
proceeding,  continuing  on  through  to  March  9,  1907.  At  the  conclusion 
of  the  taking  of  testimony,  the  Commissioners  had  a  conference  and 
through  Acting  Chairman  W.  L.  Eaton,  announced  the  ruling  as  follows: 

The  members  of  this  Commission  have  unanimously  arrived  at  some  general 
conclusions  to  which  they  deem  it  wise  to  grive  expression  at  this  time,  not  only 
to  parties  In  interest  here  represented,  but  also  to  the  public.  I  desire  to  express 
to  the  gentlemen  who  have  conducted  both  sides  of  this  long  controversy  before 
the  Board,  the  thanks  of  the  Board  for  the  great  care  and  ability  which  has  been 
displayed  on  both  sides  of  the  presentation. 

This  is  an  application  of  the  Com  Belt  Meat  Producers'  Association  of  Iowa 
to  have  the  freight  rates  lowered  twenty-five  per  cent  on  horses,  mules,  cattle 
(both  fat  and  feeders)  and  sheep.  The  main  contention  is  largely  related  to 
freight  rates  on  cattle.  The  complainant  represents  the  grreatest  Interest  in 
Iowa.  It  is  one  which  lies  at  the  very  basis  and  foundation  and  welfare  and 
prosperity  of  the  state.     If  it  is  entitled  to  relief  it  is  entitled  to  speedy  relief. 

It  ought  to  be  thoroughly  understood  by  the  people  of  Iowa  that  the  rates 
which  are  sought  to  be  changed  were  established  some  seventeen  years  ago  and 
have  remained  during  all  this  period  unchanged.  This,  however,  is  not  the 
fault  of  the  Commission  for  this  is  the  first  time  that  an  application  has  ever 
been  made  to  this  Commission  for  a  lowering  of  the  freight  rates  in  Iowa  on 
the  commodities  represented  by  the  applicant.  Those  interested  in  many  of  the 
other  commodities  handled  in  Iowa  have  frequently  been  before  this  Board  for 
relief  and  have  almost  as  frequently  and  uniformly  obtained  it. 

During  the  seventeen  years  that  this  freight  rate  has  been  in  force  the 
conditions  relating  to  the  transportation  of  freights  have  radically  changed. 
The  railroads  have  improved  their  road-beds,  re-ironed  their  tracks  with 
heavier  rails,  taken  out  curves  and  grades,  put  heavier  engrines  and  heavier 
cars  on  their  tracks,  all  for  the  purpose  of  introducing  economies  and  modem 
methods  in  the  handling  of  transportation  and  for  the  purpose  of  cheapening 
the  cost,  thus  raising  their  own  revenues. 

On  the  other  hand  the  evidence  before  us  shows  that  the  expense  of  operating 
railroads  has  largely  increased,  not  only  in  the  great  advance  In  the  price  of 
labor  but  In  the  very  large  advances  in  the  price  of  materials  which  enter  into 
the  construction  of  railroad  equipment.     We  are  not  called  upon  at  this  time 


346  THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 

to  determine  whether  or  not  these  expenses  have  kept  i>ace  with  the  lessening 
of  the  expenses  of  trajiaportatlon  in  other  respects. 

The  representatives  of  the  railroads  have  very  strenuously  Insisted  that 
there  ought  not  to  be  any  lowering  of  the  rates  on  these  commodities.  Indeed 
a  vast  array  of  figures  has  been  presented  to  show  this  Commission  that  they 
are  already  too  low. 

It  is  true  that  the  overwhelming  preponderance  of  evidence  produced  at  this 
hearing  shows  that  it  Is  more  expensive  to  transport  live  stock  by  rail  than 
any  other  commodity  save  one  or  two  unimportant  exceptlona 

We  are  satisfied,  however,  from  a  fair  consideration  of  all  the  evidence, 
assisted  by  the  arguments  of  counsel,  that  there  ought  to  be  some  reduction 
on  these  rates.  We  are  bound  to  believe  that  the  rate  that  was  fixed  by  law 
seventeen  years  ago  was  a  fair  and  just  rate  for  that  time  and  under  the 
conditions  which  then  existed.  This  being  true  we  are  led  irresistibly  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  modem  methods  and  economies  now  in  use  in  railroad 
transportation  in  Iowa  have  enabled  the  railroads  to  obtain  a  greater  remu- 
neration in  some  degree,  at  least,  for  the  transportation  of  freight  than  at  the 
time  when  the  present  rates  were  first  put  in  force. 

The  difficulty  with  which  the  Board  has  to  contend  is  to  determine  Just 
what  reduction  ought  to  be  made  in  view  of  these  circumstancea  We  believe 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  this  Board  to  act  conservatively  and  keep  in  mind  the  best 
interests,  not  only  of  the  people  of  Iowa  but  the  railroads  of  this  state.  We 
have  been  impressed  with  comparisons  made  between  the  State  of  Iowa  and 
Illinois.  It  is  our  duty  so  far  as  possible  to  see  that  the  people  of  Iowa  are  as 
well  treated  as  the  people  of  any  state  in  the  Union. 

The  evidence  before  us  clearly  shows  that  freight  rates  ought  to  be,  in 
justice  to  the  railroads,  somewhat  greater  in  Iowa  than  in  Illinoia  The  Railroad 
Commissioners  of  Illinois  in  Its  special  report,  1902-1906,  makes  a  comparison 
of  rates  between  Illinois  and  Iowa  upon  commodities  investigated  in  this 
hearing.  That  comparison  shows  that  the  rates  on  cattle  for  distances  from 
five  to  three  hundred  miles  are  substantially  twenty-three  and  one-half  per  cent 
greater  in  Iowa  than  In  Illinois. 

The  Railroad  Commissioners  of  Illinois,  a  very  able  body,  after  an  exhaustive 
examination  of  the  subject  of  freight  rates  extending  over  a  period  of  four 
years,  promulgated  a  new  schedule  in  the  year  1906.  In  this  schedule  the  rates 
on  certain  classes  were  reduced  twenty  per  cent  On  other  classes  ten  per 
cent,  but  they  found  upon  a  careful  and  scientific  analysis  on  the  rates  on  the 
commodities  investigated  In  this  controversy  that  they  were  already  as  'low  as 
they  ought  to  be  In  Justice  to  the  railroads  to  enable  them  to  earn  a  fair 
remuneration  for  that  class  of  service,  and  left  the  schedule  as  it  was.  These 
facts  impress  us. 

We  believe  for  the  purpose  of  this  controversy  that  it  would  be  conservative, 
fair  and  just  to  consider  the  freight  rates  In  Illinois  upon  these  commodities 
as  Just  rates.  These  rates  have  been  accepted  by  the  railroads.  Adopting  this 
as  a  basis  and  being  guided  by  the  evidence  produced  at  this  hearing  to  the 
effect  that  the  rates  in  Iowa  should  be  greater  than  those  in  Illinois  to  some 
extent,  we  have  carefully  considered  what  that  differential  ought  to  be.  We 
do  not  believe  that  it  ought  to  be  as  great  as  contended  for  by  some  of  the 
railroads.  We  think  a  differential  of  five  per  cent  would  be  fair  and  Just  under 
the  circumstances. 

If  the  figures  are  right,  to  the  effect  that  there  is  now  a  difference  between 
the  Iowa  and  Illinois  rates  on  cattle  of  twenty-three  and  one-half  per  cent, 
our  conclusions  would  lead  us  to  a  lowering  of  this  rate  of  eighteen  and  one-half 
per  cent  If,  however,  we  take  the  Illinois  schedule,  as  we  purpose  doing 
substantially,  and  in  a  general  way  make  a  differential  of  five  per  cent  which 
we  now  announce  we  intend  to  do  in  the  practical  and  mathematical  working 
out  of  the  problem,  It  will  result  in  the  granting  of  this  petition  to  the  extent 
of  the  lowering  of  the  rates  claimed,  somewhat  between  fifteen  and  eighteen 
and  one-half  per  cent,  not  less  than  fifteen  per  cent,  probably  about  sixteen 
per  cent.  This  will  be  the  real  working  out  of  the  problem  in  so  far  as  to  make 
a  savings  to  the  stock  shippers  and  dealers  of  Iowa  based  on  a  mileage  of  from 
five  to  three  hundred  miles.     This  conclusion  is  a  general  one  and  will  be  worked 
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out  mathematically  aa  soon  as  possible  and  the  new  rate  promulgated  In 
accordance  with  law. 

We  have  endeavored  In  arriving  at  this  conclusion  to  take  a  conservative 
view.  We  cannot  base  a  rate  on  the  years  of  prosperity  like  the  years  1905 
and  1906,  because  no  prophet  can  say  that  this  prosperity  will  continue.  If 
we  knew  It  would  continue  it  is  likely  a  greater  reduction  might  be  made 
without  doing  any  Injustice  to  the  railroads.  It,  however,  ought  to  be  based 
upon  an  average  of  a  series  of  years. 

We  cannot  be  unmindful  at  the  same  time  of  the  general  railroad  situation  and 
of  the  facts  that  much  legislation  has  been  passed  throughout  the  United  States 
which  will  aftect  railroads.     We  do  not  want  to  injure  them  financially. 

We  believe  it  fully  as  important  to  have  the  roads  double  tracked,  Install 
block  systems  and  interlocking  switches,  increase  the  efficiency  of  their  equip- 
ment and  manyk  other  things  to  the  end  that  transportation  may  be  made 
cheaper.  In  the  light  of  all  the  proofs  submitted  to  us  when  fairly  considered 
we  are  unanimously  of  the  opinion  that  the  general  conclusion  which  we  have 
arrived  at  and  here  suggest  are  as  clearly  Just  and  right  as  they  could  be  made 
at  this  time,  considering  existing  conditions. 

Incidentally  during  this  hearing  there  has  arisen  before  this  Board  the 
question  of  rates  for  feeding  in  transit  The  railroads  of  Iowa  seriously  and 
uniformly  object  to  putting  in  such  a  rate  as  is  provided  for  In  the  State  of 
Nebraska.  Only  one  argument  has  been  made  by  the  railroads  to  sustain  their 
objection,  which  is  at  all  worthy  of  consideration,  and  that  is  the  arsrument 
that  the  encouragement  of  the  business  of  feeding  cattle  In  Iowa  upon  Iowa 
com  deprives  the  railroads  of  revenue  by  the  process  of  concentration.  In 
other  words.  If  the  Iowa  com  was  not  fed  to  cattle  in  Iowa  the  railroads 
would  have  a  chance  to  transport  this  com  to  market  and  would  thus  get  a 
much  larger  revenue.  In  our  Judgment  this  is  a  very  narrow  view  to  take  of 
this  problem.  It  confines  the  vision  to  today  and  does  not  reach  out  Into  the 
future.  The  cattle  industry  is  the  greatest  one  In  this  state  and  has  done 
more  to  build  up  the  prosperity  of  Iowa  than  any  other  industry,  and  with 
the  prosperity  of  this  state  largely  built  up  through  this  cattle  Industry 
there  comes  great  benefit  to  the  railroads  as  well  as  to  the  people. 

We  expressly  hold  that  we  have  no  Jurisdiction  over  the  matter  of  feeding 
in  transit  rates  because  It  is  purely  Interstate  traffic  but  we  most  earnestly 
recommend  that  the  railroads  in  Iowa  put  In  a  feeding  In  transit  rate  in  this 
state.  We  believe  that  in  the  years  to  come  It  will  be  a  general  benefit  and  the 
railroads  would  get  their  share  of  the  business.  The  encouragement  of  this 
industry  keeps  up  the  fertility  of  the  soil  of  the  state,  and  the  narrow  view  of 
getting  increase  of  revenue  by  the  shipping  out  of  corn  depletes  the  fertility  of 
the  soil. 

As  before  suggested  and  as  soon  as  possible  a  detailed  schedule  of  the  rates 
in   controversy   will   be   worked   out   as   lowered   by    these   general    suggestions. 

In  pursuance  of  the  decision  of  the  Board  as  announced  by  Commis- 
sioner Eaton,  the  Board  promulgated  a  revised  schedule  of  reasonable 
maximum  rates  of  charges  for  the  transportation  of  horses,  mules,  cattle 
and  sheep,  in  carloads  on  each  of  the  railroads  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  as 
follows: 

BoABO  OF  Railroad  Commissioners^  State  of  Iowa. 

Live  Stock  Rates,  Horses  and  Mules,  Cattle,  Sheep— C.  L«. 

A  revised  schedule  of  reasonable  maximum  rates  of  charges  for  the  trans- 
portation of  horses  and  mules,  cattle  and  sheep,  in  carloads,  on  each  of  the 
railroads  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
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I  In  accordance  wltli  tiM 


Dated   March   22.   1907 
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IStock  catlle  or  feeders  and  calrea  take  75  per  cent  ol  fat  cattle  rate. 

•See  page  5  of  Iowa  ClaBsItlcatlon  No.   13  far  minimum  weiKhts  on  live  atiM 
—Exception  10  rule  6. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  CominlsBioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
Dee  Moines.  Iowa,  March  22,   1907.  Dwiqht  N.  Liwis,  Becr^arv. 


Cases  Closed  by  Correspondence 
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GASES  CLOSED  BY  CORRESPONDENCE 


No.  3349—1907. 

Iowa  Pobixand  Cement  Company 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock   Island   A   Paodio 
Railway  Company. 

Application  filed  February  5,  1907. 


Special  Rate  ty  Contract  on  Stone, 
Shale,  etc.,  for  Cement. 


Application  was  made  by  Mr.  B.  G.  Wylie,  Freight  Commissioner  of 
Des  Moines,  as  follows: 

DBS  MoiNss,  Iowa,  Feb.  5,   1907. 

Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  State  of  Iowa, 
Des  Moines.  Iowa. 

Gentlbmbn, — You  are  respectfully  petitioned  to  order  the  following  additional 
provisions  in  the  Iowa  Classification  ratings: 

Stone,  or  shale,  crushed  or  quarry-run,  when  used  In  manufacturing  Portland 
cement,  carloads,  minimum  weight  per  car  60,000  lbs.,  rates  per  ton,— 

5   miles 10 

10  miles 12^ 

15   miles 15 

20   miles 17% 

25   miles 17% 

30   miles 20 

35   miles 20 

40  miles 23 

45  miles 24% 

50  miles 26 

55   miles 27% 

60  miles 29 

65   miles 30 

70  miles 31 

75  miles 32 

80  miles 33 

85   miles 34 

90  miles 35 

95   miles 36 

100  miles 37 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  minimum  carload  weight  suggested  is  60,000  pounds, 
while  the  minimum  carload  weight  on  articles  other  than  those  classified  third 
class  or  higher  in  Rule  5  of  the  Iowa  Classification  is  24,000  pounds.  The  rates 
named  above  are,  I  believe,  vital  to  the  production  of  Portland  cement,  and 
the  minimum  named  in  connection  with  the  rates  Is  believed  to  be  only  a 
proper  consideration  of  what  is  due  the  carriers  in  the  way  of  earnings  per  car. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

B.  G,  Wtlib. 
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Accompanying  the  foregoing  was  a  letter  from  Mr.  Wylle,  as  follows: 

Das  MOINB8,  Iowa,  Feb.  6.  1907. 

Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  State  of  Iowa. 
Des  Moines*  Iowa. 

Gentlemen, — ^You  are  respectfully  petitioned  to  establish  the  following  rate 
order:  Stone  or  shale,  crushed  or  quarry-run.  when  used  In  the  manufacture 
of  Portland  cement.  In  carloads,  minimum  weight  per  car,  60.000  pounds,  trans- 
ported in  quantities  averaging  per  day  not  less  than cars,  rates  per 

net  ton:  35  miles,  20c  50  miles  25c  (these  rates  to  apply  as  maximum  from 
intermediate  i>oints).  It  will  be  noted  that  the  minimum  carload  was  sug* 
gested  as  60,000  pounds,  while  under  the  Iowa  Classlflcatlon  the  minimum 
carload  weight  on  articles  other  than  those  classifled  third  class  or  higher  in 
Rule  5  of  the  Iowa  Classification,  was  only  24,000  pounds.  It  will  also  be  seen 
that  the  above  rate  established  is  predicated  upon  the  theory  of  the  Wisconsin 
and  Biassachusetts  decisions,  which  were  as  follows: 

Railway  Commission  of  Wisconsin  in  re  application  account  Chicago,  St. 
Paul,  Minneapolis  &  Omaha  Railway  Company  for  leave  to  discontinue  tarift 
on  wood  for  the  Ashland  Iron  ft  Steel  Company. 

"It  would  seem  that  a  lesser  rate  might  well  be  made  on  a  oonmiodity.  such 
as  wood  or  saw  logs,  where  the  carrier  was  to  receive  a  remunerative  rate  for 
hauling  the  manufactured  product,  than  might  be  made  where  there  was  no 
manufactured  product  to  haul,  and  that  the  circumstances  and  conditions  in 
the  one  case  were  materially  different  from  those  in  the  other." 

The  Massachusetts  decision  will  be  found  by  reference  to  Massachusetts 
Railroad  Commissioners'  Index-Digest,  1905,  page  40 : 

"The  general  rule  is  that  wholesale  transportation  is  cheaper  and  the  burden 
of  proof  is  on  the  party  proposing  to  show  that  a  given  case  is  an  exception 
to  the  rule." 

"A  charge  of  the  same  rate  for  single  carloads  as  for  cargoes  or  larger 
quantities,  is  simply  evidence  tending  to  prove  that  the  latter  rates  are  un- 
reasonable." 

The  rates  set  forth  above  are  believed  essential  to  the  production  of  Portland 
cement.  The  minimum  stipulated  of  250  per  cent  of  the  minimum  carload  weight 
of  the  Iowa  Classification  is  thought  only  a  proper  safeguard  to  the  carriers 
in  the  way  of  car  earnings.  Yours  truly, 

E.  G.  Wtljb,  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Wylie  submitted  arguments  for  his  contention  and  the  matter 
was  presented  to  the  railway  company  for  its  attention  and  answer.  On 
May  21,  1907,  a  letter  was  received  from  Mr.  Carroll  Wright,  attorney  for 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company,  as  follows: 

DBS  MoiNKS^  Iowa,  May  21.  1907. 

To  the  Board  of  Railway  Conmilssloners  of  the  State  of  Iowa: 

Gbntlbmbn,— In  behalf  of  the  Iowa  Portland  Cement  Company,  and  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company,  I  herewith  submit  the 
contract  between  said  companies  providing  for  certain  special  rates  and  con- 
cessions, which  said  contract  will  explain  itself. 

We  ask  the  approval  of  same  as  provided  in  Sec.  2146  of  the  Code.  The 
copy  of  the  contract  hereto  attached,  submitted  herewith,  may  remain  on  file 
in  the  ofldce  of  the  Commission  as  provided  in  said  section. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Carboll  Wbigrt. 
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The  contract  which  Mr.  Wright  enclosed  with  his  letter  follows: 

This  Agreement,  made  and  entered  Into  by  and  between  the  Iowa  Portland 
Cement  Company^  a  corporation  organized  and  existing  under  and  by  virtue 
of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Wyoming,  hereinafter  called  the  "Cement  Company," 
first  party,  and  The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  <t  Pacific  Railwdy  Company,  a  con- 
solidated corporation  organized  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  States 
of  Illinois  and  Iowa,  hereinafter  called  the  "Railway  Company,"  second  party, 
wltnesseth : 

That  Whereas,  the  said  Cement  Company  contemplates  and  proposes  the 
erection,  construction,  maintenance  and  operation  of  a  large  plant  or  factory 
for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing,  producing  and  selling  Portland  cement  In  the 
vicinity  of  the  City  of  Des  Moines,  State  of  Iowa,  upon  a  site  or  location  which 
is  accessible  and  can  be  reached  by  the  lines  of  said  Railway  Company ;  and. 

Whereas,  for  the  manufacture  and  production  of  said  Portland  cement,  a 
large  quantity  of  stone  and  shale,  or  either  thereof,  is  required  and  used ;  and, 

Whereas,  said  Cement  Company  desires  to  transport  said  stone  and  shale, 
or  either,  to  its  said  proposed  factory  or  plant,  from  points  within  certain 
distances  thereof,  and  at  a  rate  for  transportation  that  will  Justify  and  enable 
said  Cement  Company  to  install  said  plant  and  to  properly  and  profitably  develop 
said  cement  industry;   and, 

Whereas,  there  is  located  along  and  near  the  line  or  lines  of  said  Railway 
Company  certain  rock  and  shale  deposits  In  such  quantities  and  of  such  quality 
as  It  Is  believed  can  be  successfully  used  by  said  Cement  Company  at  its  pro- 
posed plant,  for  the  manufacture  and  production  of  said  Portland  cement. 

Now,  Therefore,  In  consideration  of  the  above  recited  premises  and  the 
agreements  hereinafter  contained,  it  is  agreed  that  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
said  Industry*  of  manufacturing  and  producing  Portland  cement  by  said  Cement 
Company,  at  the  place  aforesaid,  and  for  the  further  purpose  of  protecting 
said  Cement  Company  in  the  development  of  said  .industry  at  said  place,  the 
said  Railway  Company  will  and  does  hereby  give,  make  and  agrees  to  maintain 
during  the  term  for  which  this  contract,  or  any  extension  thereof,  shall  run 
to  said  Cement  Company,  a  rate  on  crushed  and  quarried  stone  and  shale  or 
either,  to  be  used  by  said  Cement  Company  in  the  manufacture  and  production 
of  Portland  cement,  and  for  no  other  purpose,  at  its  proposed  factory  aforesaid, 
for  a  maximum  distance  of  forty  (40)  miles  from  the  point  or  shipment  on  the 
said  Railway  Company's  line  of  road,  or  spurs  running  therefrom  to  the  aforesaid 
factory  of  said  Cement  Company,  of  twenty  (20)  cents  per  ton  of  two  thousand 
(2.000)   pounds  each. 

It  Is  distinctly  understood  and  agreed,  that  in  case  said  Cement  Company 
shall  use  any  of  said  materials  hauled  or  shipped  Under  this  contract  for  any 
other  purpose  than  for  the  manufacture  and  production  of  Portland  cement,  that 
then  on  such  material  so  otherwise  used  said  Cement  Company  shall  pay  the 
regular  published  tarlfl^s  on  said  materials. 

And  it  Is  further  agreed  that  the  aforesaid  rate  of  twenty  (20)  cents  per 
ton  shall  apply  to  all  points  along  the  line  of  said  Railway  Company  intermediate 
between  the  aforesaid  factory  and  the  maximum  distance  of  forty  (40)  miles 
therefrom.  It  being  agreed  that  the  minimum  weight  per  carload  shall  be  the 
marked  capacity  of  each  and  every  car  used  or  shipped. 

It  is  further  agreed  by  the  parties  hereto  that  this  contract  shall  apply 
to  the  following  agreed  number  of  cars : 

1.  The  said  Cement  Company  agrees  that  it  will  ship  to  its  said  factory 
over  the  lines  of  the  said  Railway  Company  during  the  first  year  after  its  said 
factory  is  completed  and  put  in  operation,  the  equivalent  of  not  less  than 
three  thousand  (3,000)  cars  of  said  materials  aforesaid  of  an  average  capacity 
of  sixty  thousand   (60,000)  pounds  per  car.  , 

2.  Said  Cement  Company  further  agrees  that  for  each  and  every  car  there- 
after it  will  ship  over  the  lines  of  said  Railway  Company  to  Its  factory  the  equiv- 
alent of  not  less  than  seven  thousand  (7,000)  cars  per  year  of  such  material 
of  an  average  capacity  of  sixty  thousand  (60,000)  pounds  per  car  during  the  life 
of  this  contract,   or   any   extension   thereof,   and   it  is   further   mutually   agreed 
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that  the  terms  of  this  contract  shall  apply  to  any  other  number  of  carloads 
of  said  material  which  said  Cement  Company  may  desire  to  ship  to  its  said 
factory  from  points  on  said  Railway  Company's  lines  within  said  maximum  dis- 
tance of  forty  (40)  miles  for  use  in  the  manufacture  and  production  of  Portland 
cement  only. 

It  is  agreed  that  this  contract  only  covers  the  transportation  of  said  materials 
when  the  same  are  taken  or  quarriad  from  points  located  on  the  tracks  of 
said  Railway  Company,  or  spurs  therefrom,  or  owned  or  controlled  by  said 
Railway  Company. 

It  is  further  agreed  that  the  rate  hereinbefore  designated  shall  apply  only 
over  the  track  or  lines  owned,  leased  or  controlled  by  said  Railway  Company, 
and  tracks  owned,  leased  or  controlled  by  said  Cement  Company,  which  tracks 
of  said  Cement  Company  shall  directly  connect  with  tracks  of  said  Railway 
Company,  and  which  tracks  of  said  Cement  Company  shall  be  used  for  the 
delivery  of  cars  containing  stone  and  shale,  or  either,  as  hereinbefore  provided, 
without  expense  to  said  Railway  Company,  and  it  is  also  agreed  that  the  said 
Railway  Company  shall  not  charge  said  Cement  Company,  and  said  Cement 
Company  shall  not  be  required  to  pay,  any  switching  or  any  other  additional 
charges  or  rates  than  hereinbefore  stated,  for  the  hauling  of  the  materials 
aforesaid  from  points  within  the  maximum  distance  as  aforesaid  to  its  said 
factory. 

It  is  agreed  that  this  contract  and  each  of  its  terms  shall  be  binding  on 
the  parties  hereto  for  a  term  of  ten  (10)  years  from  the  date  when  said 
Cement  Company's  factory  is  completed  and  put  in  operation  and  begins  to 
manufacture  Portland  cement ;  provided,  that  this  agreement  and  the  terms 
hereof  may  be  extended  for  an  additional  term  of  ten  (10)  years  after  the 
termination  of  this  contract  at  the  option  of  said  Cement  Company,  by  serving 
written  notice  of  its  election  to  do  so  upon  the  freight  agent  of  said  Railway 
Company  in  the  City  of  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  at  least  six  (6)  months  prior  to  the 
expiration  hereof. 

This  agreement  is  made  by  the  parties  hereto  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  Is  made  under 
and  by  virtue  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  Section  2146  of  the  Code  of  said 
state,  and  the  same  shall  become  immediately  binding  upon  the  parties  hereto 
upon  approval  by  the  said  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

This  agreement  shiall  extend  to  and  be  binding  upon  the  successors  and 
assigns  of  both  parties  hereto. 

In  Witness  Whsrbof,  said  Iowa  Portland  Cement  Company  has  caused 
this  instrument  to  be  executed  by  its  proper  officers,  and  sealed  with  its  corporate 
seal,  and  the  said  The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  has 
caused  the  same  to  be  signed  by  its  proper  officers,  on  this  20th  day  of  May,  1907. 

Iowa  Portland  Cement  Company, 

By  Geo.   E.   Nicholson,   President. 
(Corporate  Seal) 

Attest:     W.  S.  Woodln,  Secretary. 

The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company, 

By  W.   H.   Bradley,   Vice-President 
(Corporate  Seal) 

Attest:     Geo.  H.  Crosby,  Secretary. 

The  Board  submitted  the  contract  to  the  Attorney  General  for  his 
opinlnon  with  reference  to  the  authority  of  the  Commission  to  act  therein 
and  on  May  22,  1907,  Hon.  H.  W.  Byers,  Attorney  General,  submitted  the 
following  as  his  opinion: 

Gentlemen, — In  response  to  your  request  for  an  opinion  as  to  the  legality 
of  the  contract  between  the  Iowa  Portland  Cement  Company  and  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  executed  on  the  20th  day  of  May, 
1907,  and  as  to  the  authority  of  your  Commission  to  approve  the  same,  I  sub- 
mit the  following  opinion: 
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Section  2146  of  the  Code,  after  prohibiting  common  carriers  from  making 
discriminating  rates  or  charges  for  the  transportation  of  freight,  provides  as 
follows : 

"But  for  the  protection  and  development  of  any  new  Industry  within  the 
state,  such  railway  company  may  grant  concessions  or  special  rates  for  any 
agreed  number  of  carloads,  which  rates  shall  first  be  approved  by  the  Board 
of  Commissioners,  and  a  copy  thereof  filed  in  Its  office." 

The  manifest  intent  of  the  legislature  in  tacking  on  this  exception  clause 
was  to  encourage  the  building  of  new  industries  in  the  state,  thus  adding  to 
its  growth  and  development.  It  was  not  only  its  purpose  to  permit  transporta- 
tion companies  to  assist  in  this  worthy  purpose  by  the  granting  of  reduced 
rates  for  transporting  material,  but  it  is  evident  from  the  use  of  the  term 
"protection"  that  it  intended  to  permit  the  concessions  and  special  rates  to 
continue  so  long  as  the  prosperity  and  growth  of  the  particular  industry  depended 
upon  such  reduced  rates. 

Three  of  the  necessary  and  most  important  factors  in  the  development  of 
industries  are  labor,  fuel,  and  raw  material.  These  three  things  are  not  always 
to  be  secured  in  the  same  locality,  and  to  bring  them  as  close  together  as 
possible  for  manufacturing  purposes  by  reducing  the  cost  of  transportation 
was  undoubtedly  in  the  mind  of  the  author  of  the  provision  in  question. 

I  therefore  conclude : 

First:     That  the  contract  is  a  legal  one  in  every  respect. 

Second:     That  your  Board  have  authority  to  approve  the  same. 

Respectfully, 

H.  W.  Btsrs, 
Attorney   General   of  Iowa. 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners, 
Capitol  Building. 

Acting  upon  the  request  of  the  Iowa  Portland  Cement  Company  and 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  upon  the  advise 
of  the  Attorney  Greneral,  the  Board  approved  of  the  contract  as  submitted 
In  the  following  language: 

May  24,  1907. 
RESOLUTION : 

(Approval  of  Contract) 

The  Iowa  Portland  Cement  Company  and  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  having  filed  with  the  Commission  a  Joint  contract  under 
Section  2146  of  the  Code,  said  contract  to  be  in  effect  for  ten  years  with  the 
privilege  of  renewal ; 

And  said  contract  having  been  by  the  Commission  referred  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  his  opinion  as  to  its  legality  and  the  Attorney  General  having  filed 
his  opinion  with  the  Commission  to  the  effect  that  said  contract  is  a  legal  one 
and  that  the  Board  has  full  authority  to  approve  the  same. 

Therefore,  resolved,  first,  that  said  contract  be  and  the  same  is  hereby 
approved ; 

Second,  that  a  copy  of  this  resolution  together  with  a  copy  of  said  contract 
and  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  be  spread  upon  the  records  of  this 
Board. 
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No.  3350—1907. 

Town  or  Ira 

vs. 
Chicago  Gbeat   Western   Railway 
cjompant. 


Highicay  Crossing. 


Complaint  filed  June  11,  1901. 

The  petition  in  this  case  stated  that  the  road  had  been  laid  out  into 
the  town  of  Ira,  properly  worked,  in  good  condition,  etc.,  desired  that  the 
railway  company  provide  a  crossing.  It  transpired  at  the  investigation  that 
the  proposed  crossing  would  be  very  close  to  the  depot  making  it.  necessary 
to  cut  freight  trains  at  the  station  and  that  there  were  now  two  highway 
crossings  over  the  tracks,  one  within  one-fourth  of  a  mile  and  one  within 
one-eighth  of  a  mile  of  the  crossing  desired. 

The  Commissioners  being  without  power  to  act  unless  the  highway 
is  laid  out  across  the  railway  company's  right  of  way  in  accordance  with 
the  law,  which  had  not  been  done,  the  case  was  closed  without  prejudice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3351—1907. 
S.  N.  HiNMAN,  Belmond, 

VB 

CHICAGO   GilcAT   WE8TEBN  RAILWAY  ^  Dangcrous  crossing. 
Company. 

Complaint  filed  November  1,  1901. 

Complainant  asked  for  flagman  at  pressing  that  was  alleged  to  be 
dangerous.  The  case  was  more  strictly  one  within  the  province  of  the 
town  council,  but  the  Board  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railway  com- 
pany in  an  endeavor  to  secure  what  was  wanted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3352—1907. 

City  of  Mabshalltown 

vs. 
Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway 

Company.  )■  Viaduct  on  South  Center  Street 

Iowa  Central  Railway  Company, 
Chicago   Great  Western   Railway 

Company, 

Application  filed  February  20,  1903. 

This  was  an  application  for  viaduct  on  South  Center  Street  in  Mar- 
shall town.  The  Board  viewed  the  premises  on  March  13,  1903,  and  took 
the  matter  under  advisement.  This  matter  was  subject  to  a  great  deal 
of  correspondence.  There  were  a  number  of  objections  made  by  citizens 
of  Marshalltown  to  the  proposed  location  of  the  viaduct,  saying  that  It 
should  cross  Third  Avenue,  and  the  Board  did  not  care  to  act  in  the 
premises  until  such  time  as  it  was  known  exactly  what  was  desired  by 
the  city  of  Marshalltown. 
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In  March,  1905,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  City  Council, 
having  the  matter  in  charge,  requested  the  Commission  to  withhold  any 
further  consideration  of  the  case  until  receipt  of  further  advice  from 
him. 

The  Board  has  allowed  this  case  to  remain  in  the  files  unclosed,  await- 
ing further  communication  from  the  city  authorities.  Nothing  has  been 
received  and  the  case  is  closed  without  prejudice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3353—1907. 

City  of  Esthebville 

vs. 
Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  Railboad 
Company. 


.  Street  Crossing. 


Complaint  filed  August  12,  1904. 

The  city  solicitor  of  Estherville  wrote  the  Board  concerning  a  crossing 
that  in  the  reconstruction  of  the  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  through  that 
town  hacTbeen  left  in  bad  condition.  The  Commissioners  took  the  matter 
up  with  the  railway  company  and  the  railway  company  stated  that  as 
soon  as  conditions  warranted  they  expected  to  build  an  overhead  crossing 
at  this  point. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3354—1907. 

SupEBVisoRS  or  Poweshiek  County 

ET  AL.,  Grinnell, 

VS.  }■  Dangerous  Hightoay  Crossing. 

Chicago,    Rock    Island   &   Pacifio 

Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  September  22,  1904. 

Complainants  in  this  case  alleged  dangerous  highway  crossing  on  the 
section  line  between  Jasper  and  Poweshiek  counties.  The  Board  visited 
the  place  December  19,  1905.  The  case  was  adjusted  to  the  satisfaction 
of  all  concerned. 

Des  Moines,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3356—1907. 

R.  N.  Johnson,  County  Attorney, 

Fort  Madison, 

vs.  y  Obstruction  in  Devil  Creek. 

Chicago,    Burlington   &   Quincy  | 

Railroad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  4,  1904. 

Complainant  in  this  case  stated  that  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy 
Railroad  in  constructing  a  bridge  across  Devil  Creek  in  Jefferson  town- 
ship, Lee  county,  had  placed  a  pier  in  the  center  of  the  creek,  that  it 
obstructed  the  flow  of  the  water,  etc. 
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The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  company  and  on  November 
2,  1905,  the  Board  visited  the  premises  In  question  which  resulted  In  such 
reconstruction  as  was  satisfactory  to  the  county  authorities. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3356—1907. 

G.  W.  Walters  et  al.,  Buchanan, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   &   Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


Petition  for  Re-establishment  of  Tel- 
egraph Facilities, 


Complaint  filed  November  17,  1904. 

The  petitioners  in  this  case  stated  that  the  company  had  deprived 
that  station  of  telegraph  facilities  to  which  they  believed  they  were 
entitled. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company,  the 
railway  company  replying  that  they  found  that  telegraph  facilities  were 
not  needed  at  this  station  and  that  owing  to  the  small  amount  of  business 
there  the  company  could  not  afford  to  keep  an  operator  at  this  point,  that 
however,  a  telephone  had  been  installed  in  the  depot  which  connected 
with  stations  that  had  telegraph  facilities  and  the  complainants  were  fur- 
nished a  copy  of  said  answer.  The  petitioners  still  requested  telegraph 
facilities  but  the  Board  was  unable  to  see  its  way  clear  to  order  in  such 
facilities. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


Train  Service, 


No.  3357—1907. 

Citizens  of  Centerdale 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   &   Pacxfio 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  January  17,  1905. 

The  petitioners  in  this  case  requested  that  a  morning  passenger  train 
going  north  be  required  to  stop  at  Centerdale  on  signal. 

The  Commissioners  brought  about  such  arrangements  with  the  railway 
company  as  they  believed  were  fair  to  all  concerned  and  the  case  was 
closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3368—1907. 

F.  M.  Slaglb  ft  Company,  Alton, 

vs. 
Chicago  ft  Nobth-Westebn  Railway 
Company. 


Discrimination, 


Complaint  filed  March  21,  1905. 

The  complaint  in  this  case  Involved  joint  rates  over  the  Chicago  ft 
North- Western  and  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  ft  Omaha  Railway 
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Companies  and  inasmuch  as  the  Board  has  since  the  filing  of  this  com- 
plaint established  Joint  rates  this  case  is  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3359—1907. 

F.  W.  Mabtens,  Indianola, 

vs. 
Chicago  Obxat  Westesn  Railway 

COMFANT, 


Farm  Crossing. 


Complaint  filed  August  19,  1905. 

Closed  by  order  of  complainant's  attorney. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3360—1907. 

Trustees    or    Norway    Township, 

Winnebago   County, 
vs. 
Minneapoub  &  St.  Louis  Railroad 

Company. 


RemoviU  of  Norman  Station, 


Complaint  filed  September  20,  1905. 
Complaint  in  this  case  follows: 

Lake  Milla,  Iowa,  SepL  16,  1906. 
Po  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Iowa: 

Norway  township,  Winnebago  county,  Iowa,  aided  In  the  construction  of  the 
Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  Railroad  in  1878  and  In  1879  a  depot  was  built  at 
Norman  (in  Norway  township),  Winnebago  county,  Iowa,  and  has  been  main- 
tained there  all  the  time  up  to  last  year  when  it  was  moved  over  In  Worth 
county,  Iowa,  up  to  the  line  between  the  states  of  Iowa  and  Minnesota,  Just 
south  of  the  village  of  Emmons,  Minnesota. 

There  Is  considerable  doubt  about  whether  or  not  the  railroad  company  had 
a  right  to  move  the  depot  from  Norman  and  we  respectfully  request  you  to 
send  one  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners  up  here  and  investigate  the  case  and 
see  If  there  is  any  remedy  for  It  In  case  you  send  one  we  would  refer 
him  to  John  Dahle  of  Norman,  Iowa,  who  will  assist  him  In  the  work. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Trustees  of  Norway  township,  Winnebago  county, 
Iowa,  at  a  meeting  held  September  16,  1906.     All  members  present. 

H.     O.     KUAUBBCK, 

Clerk  of  Norway  Township. 
Winnebago   county,   Iowa. 

Please  let  us  know  what  you  are  going  to  do  about  It.  H.  O.  K. 

Copy  of  the  above  was  sent  to  the  railway  company,  reply  to  which 
was  made  by  Mr.  L.  F.  Day,  General  Manager,  as  follows: 

I  have  your  favor  of  the  28th  ult  enclosing  letter  from  H.  O.  Kuambeck,  of 
Lake  Mills,  Iowa,  which  I  return  In  accordance  with  your  request 

The  station  was  removed  from  its  old  to  its  present  location,  a  distance 
of  about  thirty-eight  hundred  feet,  In  order  to  settle  a  controversy  of  long 
standing  with  the  citizens  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  state  line.  The  people 
living  on  the  Minnesota  line  insisted  on  a  station  of  their  own,  less  than  a  mile 
from  Norman  Station.  The  demand  seemed  so  unreasonable,  in  view  of  the 
location  of  stations  in  much  more  populous  districts,  and  the  loss  which  we 
would   incur    by   maintaining   two   agencies,    that   we    declined    to    establish   a 
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second  station,  although  we  were  ordered  to  do  so  by  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Minnesota.  The  citizens  themselves  a4mitted 
that  their  petition  and  the  order  of  the  Board  were  unreasonable,  and  were 
willing  to  dismiss  the  whole  proceeding  if  we  would  locate  the  station  on  the 
state  line,  a  short  distance  from  its  old  location,  and  still  in  the  State  of  Iowa. 
We  made  that  arrangement  at  a  considerable  expense,  and  I  think  with  the 
concurrence  of  every  person  in  the  conununity  on  both  sides  of  the  line.  Mr. 
A.  B.  Clarke,  at  that  time  General  Attorney  of  the  company,  handled  the 
matter,  and  he  so  reported  the  situation  to  me.  Mr.  Clarke  says  that  he  had 
the  matter  up  with  your  Board,  and  while  no  order  was  issued,  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  action  taken  was  approved.  Mr.  Clarke  tells  me  that  he  thinks 
Mr.  Dawson  will  recall  the  subject  if  it  is  drawn  to  his  attention. 

Our  track  in  that  vicinity  needs  considerable  revision,  both  in  the  way  of 
grading  and  alignment,  and  we  have  contemplated  doing  this  work  whenever 
we  can  possibly  afford  it  When  it  is  done  it  will  make  some  change  again 
in  the  location  of  the  station,  although  it  will  remain  south  of  the  Minnesota- 
Iowa  state  line,  and  should  be  in  Winnebago  instead  of  Worth  county.  Mr. 
Clarke  tells  me  that  this  was  fully  explained  and  well  understood  by  every 
one  at  the  time  the  station  was  relocated. 

I  am  very  much  surprised  at  the  filing  of  this  complaint  with  the  Conunis- 
sion,  as  no  complaint  has  ever  been  made  to  the  railroad  company,  and  I  do 
not  think  anybody  has  suffered  injury  or  injustice  by  the  expenditures  which 
we  made  in  this  connection  in  order  to  satisfy  the  public.  We  have  acted  in 
the  best  faith  throughout,  and  must  continue  to  do  so.  The  arrangement 
for  removing  the  station  was  by  the  consent  of  the  Norman  people,  and  the 
Emmons  community  acquiesced  in  their  action  because  of  pur  agreement  to 
do  what  we  have  done.  I  trust  that  not  only  your  Board,  but  the  complaining 
parties  as  well  will  appreciate  the  condition  and  continue  to  approve  of  our 
action. 

A  great  deal  of  correspondence  passed  between  the  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners,  the  complainants  and  the  railway  company.  The  railway 
company  on  October  26th  made  a  long  statement  with  reference  to  this 
case,  and  the  Board  herewith  prints  the  statement  entire: 

Referring  to  your  favor  of  the  24th  instant,  relative  to  the  removal  of 
Norman  Station.  When  your  letter  of  June  6th  was  received  I  referred  It  to 
another  department  to  see  if  we  could  get  additional  information  relative  to  the 
situation,  and  the  papers  were  returned  to  me  yesterday.  I  have  not  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  additional  information,  except  to  confirm  in  general  the 
reports  heretofore  made  to  the  Commission  on  the  subject. 

I  have  read  the  communication  from  Mr.  J.  I.  Dahle  under  date  of  March 
31st,  and  it  reminds  me  of  a  conversation  I  had  with  him  some  time  ago  in 
my  office.  He  seemed  at  that  time  to  have  a  great  deal  of  feeling  because  we 
had  built  up  at  Emmons  a  rival  town  to  Norman.  I  cited  Mr.  Dahle  to  the 
facts  in  the  case,  that  we  were  not  only  guiltless  of  that  charge,  but  that  we 
had  actually  fought  the  establishment  of  Emmons  Station  through  aJl  the 
courts  to  the  supreme  court  twice.  He  knew  this  but  for  some  unaccountable 
reason  It  did  not  seem  to  affect  his  opinion  in  the  least,  and  in  our  conversa- 
tion he  continually  reverted  to  this  action  on  the  part  of  the  railroad  company, 
which  seems  to  be  particularly  and  peculiarly  offensive  to  him. 

There  is  no  occasion  for  two  stations  to  serve  these  agricultural  communi- 
ties, separated  by  about  a  mile.  We  resisted  the  request  for  a  station  at 
Emmons,  and  the  case  was  first  tried  before  Judge  Quinn,  who  decided  against 
the  company.  It  was  appealed  to  the  supreme  court,  where  it  was  reversed 
upon  the  merits.  Some  years  afterwards,  when  there  had  been  some  changes 
In  the  makeup  of  the  supreme  bench,  another  suction  was  brought  asking  for 
the  establishment  of  a  station  at  Emmons,  in  which  it  was  claimed  that  condi- 
tions had  so  changed  as  to  warrant  a  different  Judgment.  This  also  was 
tried  in  the  district  court  before  Judge  Quinn,  who  rendered  the  same  decision 
as  before.  The  case  was  again  appealed  and  held  up  by  the  supreme  court 
for  a  long  time.     One  of   the  Judges  was   disqualified  by   reason  of  formerly 
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having  been  an  attorney  In  the  case,  so  it  was  submitted  to  four  Judges.  The 
court  was  evenly  divided  and  was  unable  to  agree  so  the  Judgment  of  the  lower 
court,  previously  reversed  by  the  supreme  court,  was  affirmed  in  that  way  by 
the  same  body.  The  railroad  company,  in  the  meantime,  had  never  built  a 
station  at  Emmons,  although  the  business  and  population  were  by  that  time 
much  greater  than  those  of  Norman.  After  this  second  decision  by  the  supreme 
court,  the  Emmons  people  agreed  that  they  would  be  satisfied  if  we  would  put 
the  station  on  the  Iowa  side  of  the  line,  which  I  believe  is  somewhat  nearer 
to.  Norman  than  to  the  community  of  Emmons. 

The  railroad  company  has  acted  in  good  faith  throughout  in  this  matter, 
endeavoring  at  a  considerable  expense,  and  I  believe  with  entire  success,  to 
provide  all  interested  parties  with  good  and  reasonable  facilities.  At  the  time 
the  station  was  put  in  its  present  location  there  was  an  expectation,  as 
indicated  by  our  using  leased  ground,  to  which  Mr.  Dahle  refers  in  his  com- 
munication, that  we  would  malce  some  changes  in  the  line  in  that  territory, 
that  would  involve  another  removal  of  the  station.  That  is  still  the  expectation, 
but  we  have  not  since  that  time  been  in  financial  condition  to  be  involved  in  the 
expense  connected  with  this  change  of  line,  which  is  quite  considerable.  We  still 
hope  to  make  the  change  as  soon  as  business  conditions  will  permit ;  in  the  mean- 
time everyone  in  the  vicinity  is  provided  with  good  station  facilities. 

I  have  no  disposition  to  dispute  what  Mr.  Dahle  says  about  what  he  calls 
the  addition  to  Norman.  To  me  the  place  has  been  designated  as  KingsviUe 
and  I  referred  to  it  in  that  way  when  I  wrote  the  Conmiission.  I  do  not 
remember  now  where  I  got  my  information,  but  somebody  told  me  that  the 
place  was  so  called.  Probably  Mr.  Dahle  is  better  authority,  and  It  may  be 
called  an  addition  to  Norman.  I  think  that  I  am  correct  in  saying  that  it 
is  much  nearer  our  present  station  at  Emmons  than  it  is  to  the  old  station 
at  Norman,  and  I  think  that  it  is  somewhat  nearer  to  the  station  than  the 
town  of  Emmons  in  Minnesota.  I  have  not  measured  either  of  these  dlstanceit 
but  that  is  my  Judgment  as  I  now  recall  all  the  locations,  though  I  have  not 
passed  through  that  territory  in  daylight  in  some  little  time. 

The  cases  mentioned  by  Mr.  Day  entered  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  &  Ware- 
house Ck>mmis8ion  ys.  Minneapolis  &  St.  Louis  Railroad  Compuny,  ^6 
Minn.,  469,  and  87  Minn.,  195. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3361—1907. 

F.  W.  Stebeb,  Rlnard, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Obisat  Western  Railway 
^Company. 


Drainage. 


Complaint  filed  September  25,  1905. 

The  complainant  In  this  case  after  filing  his  case  withdrew  the  same 
In  order  to  file  suit  In  court. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3362—1907. 

FoBT  Madison  &  Appanoose  Stone 
Company,  Fort  Madison, 
vs. 

Chicago,     Bubungton     ft     Qxtincy 
Railboad  Company. 


'Stoitching  Charges, 


Complaint  filed  October  5,  1905. 
Complaint  In  this  case  Is  as  follows: 


362  THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 

Some  two  years  a^o  the  switchinir  or  transfer  charges  of  the  Chicago, 
Burlington  k.  Qulncy  Railway  Company  at  this  point  did  not  exceed  $2.00  per 
car  and  such  being  quoted  to  us,  we  accordingly  made  estimate  and  proposals 
to  the  State  of  Iowa  for  several  hundred  carloads  of  stone  for  delivery  from  the 
Santa  Fe  Railway  to  the  State  Penitentiary  side  track  on  the  Chicago, 
Burlington  k,  Quincy  Railway  at  this  point 

Subsequent  thereto  the  state  made  contract  with  us  for  stone  for  the  cell- 
house  and  walls  which  would  take  several  years  for  construction.  Soon  after 
we  received  this  contract  the  Chicago,  Burlington  k.  Quincy  Railway  raised  the 
switching  charges  from  $2.00  to  $2.60  per  car  and  recently  raised  them  again 
to  $3.00  per  car  as  per  the  foflowing  letter  from  Mr.  T.  L*.  Lawrence,  their 
agent  here; 

FoBT  ICadison,  Iowa,  Sept  30,  1905. 
OSNTLBUKN, — I  am  sorry  to  advise  you  that  I  have  been  informed  that  we 
cannot  agree  to  make  you  a  lower  switching  rate  than  the  published  tariff, 
which  is  $3.00  per  car.  The  stand  is  taken  that  by  contracts  that  you  have 
made,  were  made  without  any  agreement  with  us  as  to  switching  charge  and 
any  exception  in  your  rate,  will  compel  us  to  give  the  same  rate  to  all  other 
shippers.  Yours  truly, 

T.  L.  Lawrxncb,  Agent 

In  reply  thereto  we  would  say  through  you.  that  it  is  not  customary  for 
railroad  companies  to  make  any  such  agreements  and  we  accepted  in  good 
faith  their  rate  as  given  in  the  usual  course  of  business  either  orally  or  by 
telephone,  and  all  charges  In  excess  of  $2.00  per  car  is  a  direct  loss  to  us  from 
which  we  appeal  to  your  Honorable  Board  to  have  these  overcharges  remitted 
to  us  and  to  prevent  any  possible  further  increase  in  such  switching  rate. 

The  source  of  our  shipment  and  our  quarry  is  In  Illinois  where  the  maximum 
switching  charges  Is  $2.00  If  not  exceeding  two  miles. 

The  Board  took  this  case  up  with  the  railway  company  and  Mr.  Geo. 
H.  Crosby,  Freight  Traffic  Manager,  on  October  24th  replied: 

Chicaoo,  Illinois,  Oct.    24,   1905. 
Mr.  Dwlght  N.  Lewis, 

Secretary.  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

Dear  Sir^ — Your  letter  of  October  5th  addressed  to  Mr.  Geo.  T.  Ross, 
General  Superintendent,  about  our  switching  rate  at  Fort  Madison,  has  been 
referred  to  me  for  reply. 

The  traffic  in  question  is  interstate  business,  although  we  have  been  hauling 
it  at  our  local  switching  rate  of  $3.00  per  car.  The  old  rate  was  $2.00,  but 
since  it  was  first  established  the  equipment  of  all  the  roads  is  larger  and  of 
much  greater  carrying  capacity  and  while  It  is  true  we  advanced  the  rate 
per  car.  It  is  likewise  true  that  these  people  are  paying  no  greater  rate  per  ton 
then  they  did  under  the  old  rate  when  smaller  cars  were  used.  Hauling  as 
we  do  now  a  greater  quantity  of  stone  In  each  car,  we  believe  it  reasonable  to 
require  a  greater  rate  per  car,  especially  as  the  rate  is  reasonable  in  itself  and 
since  the  old  rate  per  ton  is  practically  maintained. 

I  am  sure  this  will  appear  reasonable  to  you  and  I  hope  satisfactory.  I 
ma^  add  that  we  were  not  asked  to  agree  to  the  old  rate  at  the  time  or  since 
the  alleged  contract  was  made,  nor  did  we  agree  with  anyone  to  maintain  it 
indefinitely. 

I  enclose  herewith,  as  requested,  copy  of  our  switching  tariff  covering  the 
rate  now  charged  for  local  swltchng  at  Fort  Madison. 

A  great  deal  of  correspondence  followed  these  letters  and  on  April  3, 
1907,  Mr.  W.  D.  Eaton,  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Quincy  Railroad  Com- 
pany, wrote  the  Board: 

In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  13th  ult,  enclosing  copy  of  one  from  the  Fort 
Madison  &  Appanoose  Stone  Company,  the  latter  confirm  In  their  letter  my  pre- 
vious statement  that  at  the  time  they  made  their  contract  in  March,   1904,   the 
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switching  charge  was  $2.50  and  had  heen  that  for  several  months.  They  say 
they  did  not  know  this.  There  was  a  very  easy  way  for  them  to  inform 
themselves  as  to  the  rate.  We  disclaim  any  responsibility  for  what  they  did 
not  know.  I  will  also  say  that  I  dm  informed  that  there  is  no  foundation  for 
the  statement  in  their  letter  that  we  have  absorbed  switching  for  other  ship- 
ments at  Fort  Madison. 

I  have  endeavored  with  patience  to  answer  the  various  arguments  advanced 
in  support  of  this  clalm^  some  of  which,  in  my  Judgment,  had  litie  bearing  on 
the  controversy,  there  must,  however,  be  an  end  to  such  a  discussion  and  there- 
fore take  this  opportunity  to  briefly  and  respectfully  state  our  position  in  the 
matter  as  follows: 

That  these  people  were  simply  charged  our  regular  tariff  rates  for  services 
rendered:  that  such  a  charge  was  the  only  one  that  lawfully  could  be  made. 
That  to  make  a  refund,  such  as  they  ask,  would  be  unlawful  and  we  cannot 
do  it. 

I  am  sorry  if  the  stone  company  are  unable  to  agree  with  the  correctness 
of  our  position,  but  we  must,  of  course,   be  guided  by  our  own  Judgment 

In  sending  copy  of  this  letter  to  the  complainants,  the  Board  said: 

It  would  seem  from  the  statements  made  that  this  is  not  a  case  where  the 
Board  could  do  anything  for  you  as  the  rates  published  by  the  Chicago, 
Burlington  &  Qulncy  would  have  to  govern.  No  action  that  this  Board  might 
take  would  result  in  the  re-payment  to  you  of  switching  charges  under  the 
published  tariff  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Qulncy  or  any  other  railroad 
company. 

The  fact  that  this  rate  was  made  and  published  according  to  law  would  put 
the  same  into  effect  and  the  railroad  company  would  not  be  authorized  to  make 
rebates. 

If  you  claim  a  lower  rate  by  reason  of  a  contract,  that  would  be  a  matter 
for  the  courts  to  determlnei 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3363—1907. 

W.  S.  Bbowiy,  Manson, 

vs. 
Illinois    Centbal    Railboad    Com- 
pany. 


Loss  of  Qood8  in  Transit, 


Complaint  filed  October  11,  1905. 

This  was  claim  for  loss  of  coal  in  transit  and  was  adjusted  by  railway 
company. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3364—1907. 

lowA  Central  Railway  Company.     J 
Complaint  filed  October  30,  1905. 


Citizens  of  Murphy  et  al. 

vs.  \  Condition  o1  Road  Bed,  Fences,  etc. 


Several  petitions  were  received  by  the  Board  from  people  living  along 
the  Newton  &  New  Sharon  branch  of  the  Iowa  Central  Railway,  com* 
plaining  of  the  condition  of  said  branch  stating  that  it  was  unsafe  for 
traveling. 

The  Board  called  the  attention  of  the  railway  company  to  the  condi- 
tions and  stilted  that  they  believed  the  branch  line  should  be  maintained 
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in  such  a  condition  as  to  make  trayeling  perfectly  safe  no  matter  whether 
the  earning  power  of  the  branch  seemed  to  Justify  the  necessary  expendi- 
ture to  bring  this  condition  about 

On  November  22d  Mr.  L.  F.  Day,  Vice-President  of  the  Iowa  Central 
Railway,  wrote  the  Board  as  follows: 

Returning  here  after  a  trip  to  the  E^ast,  I  find  your  favor  of  the  7th  inst., 
relative  to  the  complaint  of  Mr.  J.  H.  Murphy  et  al.,  and  note  that  it  ia  th* 
opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  earnings  of  the  branch  line  should  not 
wholly  control  its  physical  condition  or  the  facilities  afforded  for  traffic  thereon. 
An  examination  of  your  records  will  show  that  this  branch  has  been  operated 
In  accordance  with  this  vew  of  the  Commission,  since  any  other  policy  would 
have  resulted  In  the  abandonment  of  the  branch  altogether,  years  ago,  a^  I  have 
never  gone  back  in  the  records  far  enough  to  And  a  time  when  the  company 
did  not  si>end  more  money  on  the  branch  than  It  earned.  Not  only  does  th^ 
past  record  of  this  branch  show  that  it  has  been  operated  In  line  with  the 
Commissioners'  view  that  under  prevailing  circumstances  we  could  not  make  the 
physical  conditions  bear  a  proper  relation  to  the  earnings,  but  we  expect  to 
continue  that  policy  and  to  improve  the  road  physically  just  as  rapidly  as 
we  can  do  it  honestly. 

The  Commission  is  mistaken  in  assuming  that  the  engines  run  on  this 
branch  are  generally  heavy,  for  in  fact  there  has  never  been  a  heavy  engine 
run  on  the  branch,  and  the  business  is  so  light  that  there  is  no  prospect  that 
heavy  power  will  be  required.  We  do  not,  and  have  not  run  any  heavy 
engines  on  this  branch  except  such  as  would  be  considered  of  an  obsolete  type 
on  any  road  where  there  was  an  appreciable  amount  of  business  to  handle. 
The  engines  are  kept  in  good  order  but  they  are  very  light. 

It  is  impossible  to  handle  dirt  after  It  is  frozen  without  making  track 
conditions  worse,  but  we  have  planned  to  resurface  the  Newton  Branch  as  soon 
as  the  weather  conditions  will  permit  in  the  spring,  and  the  present  business 
prospects  Indicates  that  we  will  earn  sufficient  money  on  the  other  lines  to 
enable  us  to  do  this.  I  would  like  to  aa.y  for  the  information  of  the  Com- 
mission, in  order  that  they  may  understand  the  type  of  motive  power  that  is 
used  on  the  Newton  Branch,  and  also  the  extent  of  our  business  there,  that 
the  average  train  tonnage  on  that  branch  for  the  year  ending  June  30th  waa 
20.41  (20  41-100  tons).  It  will  be  seen  from  this  figure,  that  the  train  service 
is  not  only  too  frequent  to  be  profitable,  but  that  heavy  power  is  neither  used 
nor  required.  As  stated  in  my  previous  letter,  the  Iowa  Central  road  as  a 
whole  has  not  earned  its  fixed  charges  for  the  past  two  years,  but  business  ia 
better  this  year  and  Iowa  Is  more  prosperous,  and  in  my  Judgment  likely  to 
continue  so.  It  is  because  of  these  better  conditions  that  I  am  confident  we 
will  be  able,  with  our  own  money,  to  resurface  this  unprofitable  branch  as 
soon  as  weather  conditions  will  permit.  It  is  not  possible  that  anyone  can  be 
more  anxious  than  we  are  to  have  and  to  keep  the  track  In  safe  condition 
and  to  handle  our  business  thereon  without  danger  either  to  our  patrons 
or  to  our  own  equipment 

The  railway  company  later  improved  the  branch  as  suggested  by  the 
Board. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
No.  3365—1907. 


Charles  £.  Fultok,  Moravia,  Iowa, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  November  3,  1905. 


Undergrade  Farm  Crossing. 


The  complainant  stated  that  his  undergrade  crossing  wwb  in  bad  repair 
and  he  had  been  unable  to  get  the  railway  company  to  fix  it  for  him. 
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The  Commissioners  presented  the  complaint  to  the  railway  company  and 
it  was  found  that  delay  to  the  repairing  of  the  crossing  had  arisen  from 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Fulton  declined  to  sign  an  agreement  which  the  railway 
company  presented  for  his  signature,  the  same  as  was  required  of  all  per- 
sons using  undergrade  crossings.  After  considerable  correspondence,  on 
May  6;  1907,  the  Commissioners  were  advised  that  the  railway  company 
had  arranged  to  reinstate  the  crossing,  "at  least  until  such  time  as  the 
bridge  would  require  renewal,  which  will  likely  be  five  or  six  years 
hence." 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3366—1907. 
J.  R.  GoRBELL,  Newton,  ] 

vs  '  . 

CHICAGO.     r"0CK     ISIAND     &     PACIFIC    ^  ^'"'"'    <^^0»»'^- 

Railway  Compant. 

Complaint  filed  January  8,  1906. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  had  been  deprived  of  a  farm  crossing  that 
he  had  had  for  a  number  of  years. 

The  complaint  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company 
and  settled  to  the  satisfaction  of  Mr.  Gorrell. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3367—1907. 
W.  A.  Paine,  Eagle  Grove,  ] 

vs.  : 

Chicago  &  Nobth- Western  Railway  f  Farm  Crossing. 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  March  21,  1906. 

Complainant  stated  that  the  railway  company  had  deprived  him  of  an 
under-crossing  for  cattle  although  he  had  one  good  crossing;  desired  that 
the  company  be  required  to  restore  his  under-crossing. 

The  case  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and 
through  Attorney  James  C.  Davis  at  Des  Moines  made  answer  as  follows: 

Responding  to  the  letter  of  March  19th,  wrlten  by  Mr.  W.  A.  Paine,  in  regard 
to  an  under-crossing  across  the  right  of  way  of  this  company  on  the  west  half 
of  section  15,  township  91  north,  range  26  west,  which  Is  crossed  by  the 
Cniicago  &  North-Western  Railway  Company,  we  desire  to  suggest  that  the 
under-crossing  referred  to  by  Mr.  Paine  was  maintained  under  and  by  virtue 
of  a  written  agreement  with  Mr.  W.  A.  Paine,  the  owner  of  the  land,  executed 
on  the  6th  of  December,  1904.  This  agreement  contains,  among  other  things, 
the  following  provisions: 

"Whereas,  the  said  railway  company  has  constructed  the  Northern  Iowa 
Division  of  its  railroad  upon  and  across  a  portion  of  said  lands  (referring  to 
the  southwest  quarter  of  section  15,  township  91  north,  range  26  west.  In 
Wright  county,  Iowa),  and  has  erected  thereon  a  certain  structure  known  as 
Bridge  No.  702,  and  the  undersigned  has  requested  of  said  company  gratuitous 
permission  to  use  the  ground  and  openings  beneath  said  Bridge  No.  702  only 
as  an  under  cattle-pass,  and  only  during  the  pleaanre  of  9aid  company/' 
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The  written  agreement  further  provides  that  the  permiBsion  to  use  the  pass 
Is  without  any  consideration,  and  based  solely  upon  the  terms  contained  in  the 
aerreement,  and  further  provides: 

"That  no  owner  or  occupant  of  said  land  shall  or  will,  by  reason  of  any  such 
use,  however  long  continued,  claim  any  permanent  right  of  use,  or  any  right, 
title,  interest  or  easement  to,  in,  or  over  said  openings;  and  that  said  railway 
Company,  its  aucceaeora  or  tuaigna,  may  at  any  time  revoke  auch  permiaaUm 
in  any  manner,  and  may  cloae  aaid  openinga  partially  or  wholly,  aa  if  no  aiieh 
permiaaion  had  ever  been  granted,  and  without  liaidlity  to  the  underaigned, 
or  either  of  them,  or  to  any  one  claiming  or  to  claim  under  them,  by  reason  of 
any  deprivation  of  uae  of  auch  ground  and  openinga." 

Subsequent  to  the  execution  of  said  agreement,  and  I  take  it  some  time  in 
the  fall  of  1906,  the  company  abandoned  Bridge  No.  702  at  this  point,  and 
constructed  a  solid  embankment,  with  box  culvert.  This  was  done  in  the  way 
of  improvement,  and  bettering  the  roadbed. 

It  seems  that  Mr.  Paine  has  one  surface  crossing  connecting  the  portions 
of  the  land  owned  by  him,  and  separated  by  the  railroad,  and  this  is  the  only 
crossing,  under  the  law.  that  this  company  is  obliged  to  maintain,  as  provided 
by  Section  2022  of  the  Code. 

Aside  from  this,  as  I  understand  it,  the  expense  of  establishing  an  under- 
crossing  at  this  place  would  be  out  of  all  proportion  to  any  sort  of  convenience 
afforded  Mr.  Paine,  and  would  necessitate  the  raising  of  the  track  and  the 
construction  of  a  new  bridge.  While  we  would  be  very  glad  to  accommodate 
Mr.  Paine  in  this  matter,  if  the  circumstances  Justified  it,  we  must  respectfully 
decline  to  make  the  change  in  our  roadbed  which  he  desires. 

On  June  12th  the  Board  wrote  the  complainant  stating  that,  inasmuch 
as  he  had  the  crossing  that  the  law  provided  for,  the  Board  could  not  do 
anything  further. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3368—1907. 

Citizens  of  Hillsbobo  et  al. 

vs. 
Chicago,     Burlington     &     Quinct 
Railroad  Company. 


Train    Service    on    Fort    Madison 
Branch. 


Complaint  filed  March  24,  1906. 

Petitions  were  received  by  the  Board  from  the  towns  along  the  line 
of  the  Fort  Madison  branch  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  reading 
as  follows: 

The  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners: 

We.  the  undersigned  merchants,  shippers,  farmers  and  the  traveling  public 
generally  of  the  town  of  HiUsboro  and  vicinity,  on  the  line  of  the  Fort  Madison 
&  Ottumwa  Branch  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  Railway,  running 
from  Fort  Madison  to  Ottumwa,  a  distance  of  seventy  miles,  and  those  directly 
affected  by  the  train  service  on  said  railway,  do  respectfully  set  forth  the 
following : 

That  Wherbas,  the  said  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  Railway  have  broken 
faith  with  the  Board  and  the  people  along  the  line  made  two  years  ago  when 
asked  for  an  exclusive  passenger  train  service,  which  was  then  granted,  but 
which  is  since  constantly  violated,  owing  no  doubt,  to  the  increased  freight 
trafilc  and 

Whbrbas,  said  passenger  train  Is  made  to  do  freight  service,  owing  to  the 
railway  company  having  withdrawn  its  daily  freight,  much  to  the  detriment  of 
the  shipping  interests  of  the  community,  and  operating  only  a  tri-weekly  ser* 
vice,  and    .  •-• 
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Wherbab^  the  dally  passenger  train  and  tri-weekly  freight  start  from  the 
same  point  in  the  morning  and  return  from  opposite  point  in  the  afternoon, 
very  much  to  the  Inconvenience  of  the  traveling  public,  and 

Whkrbas,  the  Chicago,  Burlington  and  Qulncy  Railway  Company  has  turned 
a  deaf  ear  to  our  petition  for  relief.  We  therefore  entreat  your  honorable  body 
which  has  been  given  ample  power  to  correct  these  abuses  and  discriminations, 
to  grant  us  a  daily  freight  or  mixed  train. 

We  ask  only  a  square  deal,  nothing  more,  and  will  be  satisfied  with  nothing 
less. 

This  case  was  the  subject  of  considerable  correspondence  by  the  Board 
and  several  hearings  and  finally  train  service  was  established  on  that 
branch  upon  request  of  the  Board  that  was  satisfactory  to  the  people. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3369—1907. 

City  of  Sioux  Cmr 

vs.  y  Viaduct  on  Wall  Street, 

Railway  Companies. 


1 


Application  filed  April  3,  1906. 

On  February  1,  1905,  the  city  of  Sioux  City  enacted  an  ordinance  known 
as  Ordinance  G  885,  requiring  a  viaduct  on  Wall  street  over  the  various 
railways,  and  called  upon  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  to  declare 
the  same  necessary. 

The  Board  went  quite  fully  into  the  case  and  on  September  29,  1905, 
announced  its  decision  as  appears  on  page  32,  et  seq.,  Report  of  the  Board 
for  1905.  In  this  connection  the  Commission  stated  that  under  the  circum- 
stances and  conditions  they  could  not  say  there  was  a  public  necessity 
for  the  viaduct. 

April  3,  1906,  the  Commissioners  received  from  the  city  clerk  of  Sioux 
City,  Resolution  No.  G  2267  and  Resolution  No.  G  2295  as  follows,  reopen- 
ing the  Wall  street  viaduct  case: 

Ordinancb  No.   G  2267. 

An  ordinance  declaring  the  advisability  and  necessity  of  constructing  a  viaduct 

on  Wall  street  from  the  south  line  of  Fourth  to  the  north  curb  of  Grand 

street,  at  the  expense  of  the  railways  hereinafter  named. 
Be  it  Ordained  by  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa: 

Section  1.  That  it  be  and  is  hereby  declared  necessary  for  the  safety  and 
protection  of  the  public  to  construct  a  viaduct  on  Wall  street  from  the  south 
line  of  Fourth  street  to  the  north  curb  line  of  Grand  street  over  and  above  the 
tracks  of  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  ft  Omaha  Railway  Company,  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St  Paul  Railway  Company,  the  Chicago  ft  North- Western 
Railway  Company,  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company,  the  Union  Terminal 
Railway  Company,  and  the  Iowa  ft  Great  Northern  Railway  Company  and  inter- 
vening grounds  on  said  Wall  street,  according  to  plans  and  specifications  prepared 
by  the  City  Engineer,  and  that  it  is  proposed  to  construct  the  same  at  the 
expense  of  said  railway  companies. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  City  Engineer  be  and  is  hereby  instructed  to  forthwith 
prepare  plans  and  specifications  for  said  viaduct  and  submit  the  same  to  the 
City  Council  for  consideration  so  that  the  same  may  be  submitted  to  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Conmilssloners,  as  provided  by  law. 

Sec.  3.  This  ordinance  shall  take  efl!ect  from  and  after  its  passage  and  pub- 
lication, as  provided  by  law. 

(Signed)     W.   G.    S^babs,   Mayor. 
(Signed)     A.    A.    SifrrH,    City   Clerk. 

Passed  March  20,   1906. 

Approved  March  22,  1906. 
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Resolution  No.  G  2295. 

Resolution  inviting  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  to  make  examination 
and  determine  whether  proposed  viaduct  on  Wall  street  between  Fourth 
and  Grand  streets  be  necessary  for  the  public  safety  and  convenience. 

Be  it  Resolved  and  Ordered  by  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa: 

That  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  state  be  and  is  hereby 
Invited  and  requested  by  this  Council  to  visit  and  make  examination  of  the 
proposed  location  of  viaduct  on  Wall  street  between  Fourth  and  Grand  streets 
over  railway  tracks  on  said  streets  and  determine  as  to  whether  such  viaduct 
be  necessary  for  the  public  safety  and  convenience,  and  that  the  City  Clerk 
be  and  is  hereby  directed  to  notify  the  Secretary  of  the  said  Board  of  Railroad 
Conunissioners  by  mail  of  this  resolution,  enclosing  with  such  notice  copies 
hereof  for  the  said  Secretary  and  each  member  of  the  said  Board. 

(Signed)     W.   G.    Ssars,   Mayor. 
(Signed)     A.    A.    Smith,    City    Clerk. 

Adopted  March  20,  1906. 

Approved  March  22,  1906. 

The  Board  thereupon  fixed  Wednesday,  June  20,  1906,  at  11  o'clock  a. 
m.  in  Sioux  City,  for  a  hearing  of  this  application,  giving  all  railroads 
and  the  city  due  notice  thereof. 

The  railroad  companies  filed  their  objections  on  June  20,  1906,  to  the 
request  for  a  viaduct,  as  follows: 

Before  the  Boabd  of  Railboad  (Ik)MMissiONCBs  fob  the  State  of  Iowa. 


In  thh  Matter  of  the  Proposbd  Con- 
struction OP  A  Viaduct  at  Sioux 
City. 


Objectiona  to  the  Construction  of  such 
V4aduct  on  the  Part  of  the  Chicago 
d  North-Western  Railway  Company, 
Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  d 
Omaha,  Chicago,  Milwaukee  d  St. 
Paul,  Illinois  Central  and  Union  Ter- 
minal  Railway  Company. 


Now  come  the  above  named  railway  companies,  and,  in  accordance  with  the 
order  heretofore  made  by  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  respectfully 
present  the  following  objections  to  the  approval  of  the  proposed  plans  for  a 
viaduct  and  the  determination  of  the  necessity  of  such  viaduct  by  this  Commis- 
sion: 

Ist  It  is  respectfully  represented  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  a  viaduct 
at  the  point  proposed  by  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Sioux  City,  as  set  forth 
in  ordinance  No.  G-2267,  and  resolution  No.  G-2295,  providing  for  the  construe* 
tion  of  a  viaduct  on  Wall  street  from  the  south  line  of  Fourth  street  to  the 
north  curb  line  of  Grand  street,  over  and  above  the  various  railroad  tracks 
between  said  terminal  points,  for  the  reason  that  the  amount  and  character  of 
travel  at  said  point,  together  with  the  surrounding  circumstances,  would  not 
Justify  the  large  expense  which  would  be  incurred  in  the  construction  of  such 
viaduct 

2d.  That  the  proposed  viaduct  would  be  constructed  over  a  large  area  of 
ground  not  occupied  by  the  tracks  of  any  of  the  railroads  that  are  parties  to 
this  proceeding,  and  such  viaduct  would  be  constructed  over  a  large  area  of 
ground  not  occupied  by  any  railroad  tracks;  that  the  power  of  cities  to  order 
the  construction  of  a  viaduct  is  limited  to  such  viaduct  as  passes  over  or  under 
railroad  tracks,  and  there  Is  no  authority  on  the  part  of  the  City  Council,  or  on 
the  part  of  this  Commission,  to  require  the  construction  of  a  viaduct  over  large 
areas  of  ground  that  are  not  occupied  by  the  tracks  of  railroads,  or  used  for 
railroad  purposes,  and  that  no  provision  has  been  made  by  the  City  of  Sioux 
City  to  bear  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  such  viaduct  over  the  said  unoccupied 
spaces. 

Sd.  It  is  further  objected  that  no  provision  has  been  made  by  the  City  of 
Sioux   City,   by   ordinance   or  otherwise,   that   it   will   furnish,   without   cost   or 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS  369 

expense  to  the  railroad  companies  which  are  expected  to  construct  such  viaduct, 
a  right  of  way  for  the  approaches  of  the  said  viaduct,  as  provided  by  ia>» 

4  th.  That  the  plans  and  specifications  for  the  proposed  viaduct  contemplate 
a  structure  unnecessarily  large  and  unnecessarily  expensive,  to  accommodate  the 
present  and  prospective  travel  over  same,  and  are,  therefore,  unreasonable  and 
unnecessary  for  the  safety  and  convenience  of  the  traveling  public. 

6th.  It  is  further  stated  that  this  matter  has  been  heretofore  adjudicated  by 
this  body;  that  on  the  2d  of  May,  1905,  there  was  presented  to  this  honorable 
Board,  on  behalf  of  the  City  of  Sioux  City,  a  request,  as  set  forth  in  ordinance 
G-885,  that  this  Commission  determine  the  necessity  and  approve  plans  for  a 
viaduct  to  be  located  at  identically  the  same  place  that  this  proposed  viaduct  is  to 
be  located;  that  a  full  hearing  was  had  upon  the  merits  of  said  controversy, 
and  that  this  honorable  Board  rendered  its  opinion  in  writing,  in  which  it 
expressly  declined  to  approve  the  plans  and  specifications  as  presented,  and 
declined  to  find  that  a  public  necessity  existed  for  the  construction  of  such 
viaduct 

(A)  That  among  other  grounds  for  refusing  the  approval  of  such  viaduct, 
this  Commission  found: 

"We  believe  that  if  the  railroad  companies  are  required  to  expend  this  large 
sum  of  money  in  the  construction  of  a  viaduct,  that  at  least  the  street  under  the 
viaduct  as  well  as  the  adjacent  streets  running  parallel  on  each  side  of  the  pro- 
posed viaduct,  should  be  closed  against  surface  travel  thereon  across  the  railway 
tracks,  and  that  the  City  Council  should  by  proper  and  reasonable  means  provide 
some  method  by  which  the  surface  travel  on  Iowa  street  and  Howard  street, 
as  well  as  Wall  street,  should  be  prohibited  and  obstructed,  where  they  are 
crossed  by  the  network  of  tracks,  and  that  the  large  travel  upon  these  streets 
should  be  diverted  to  and  over  the  viaduct,  and  this  public  travel  should  include 
all  manner  of  vehicles,  teams,  foot  passengers  and  pedestrians." 

That  the  City  Council  of  Sioux  City  has  made  no  endeavor  to  comply  with  the 
conditions  above  stated,  and  no  steps  have  been  taken  to  prevent  surface  travel 
upon  the  said  Iowa,  Howard  and  Wall  streets. 

(B)  Upon  said  hearing  this  Commission  further  found: 

"Another  question  which  we  believe  should  be  adjusted  and  settled  at  this 
tlme^  is  that  of  the  change  of  the  street  railway  from  Iowa  street  to  that  of 
Wall  street  If  this  viaduct  is  to  be  constructed  upon  the  proposed  plans,  and 
a  large  sum  of  money  is  to  be  expended  in  its  final  construction  so  that  it  may 
admit  of  the  street  car  system  passing  over  it  then  the  City  Council  should  make 
it  certain  and  clear  that  it  is  its  intention  to  require  said  street  car  sysem  to 
use  said  viaduct;  and  as  the  law  stands  at  the  present  time,  that  matter  is  not 
entirely  within  the  province  of  the  City  Council,  and  we  believe  that  the  city 
should  proceed  to  ascertain  now  what  authority  it  may  have  in  the  matter." 

That  no  steps  have  been  taken  either  by  the  City  Council  or  the  street  railway 
company  to  abandon  the  use  of  the  surface  df  Iowa  street  by  said  street  railway 
company,  or  to  acquire  a  right  of  franchise  upon  said  Wall  street 

(C)  This  Commission  further  found: 

"From  the  present  showing,  taking  into  consideration  the  question  of  the 
street  car  system  as  well  as  the  failure  to  make  any  provision  to  eliminate  public 
travel  upon  these  streets,  that  Is,  Iowa,  Wall,  and  Howard  streets,  the  Com- 
mission could  not  even  say  there  was  a  public  necessity,  if  present  conditions  were 
allowed  to  continue  and  exist" 

And  the  Commission  further  found: 

"The  Board  is  imanimous  In  its  disapproval  of  the  plans  and  specification, 
and,  for  the  reasons  stated  herein,  it  withholds  its  approval  therefrom,  and 
declines  to  find  that  a  public  necessity  exists  at  the  present  time  for  the  con- 
struction of  this  proposed  viaduct." 

It  is  stated  that  the  same  objections  which  controlled  the  action  of  the  Board 

upon  the  former  hearing  now  exist  and  there  is  no  change  in  the  situation,  and, 

that,  as  at  present  presented,  the  question  of  the  necessity  of  a  viaduct  and  the 

approval  of  the  plans  of  the  viaduct  has  been  adjudicated  by  this  honorable 
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CommUsion,  and  no  reaaon  la  presented  why  there  should  be  any  change  in  the 
conclualon  heretofore  arrived  at. 

6th.  That  the  statutes  under  which  these  proceedings  are  now  being  con- 
ducted are  in  contravention  of  the  Constitution  of  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  also 
of  the  United  States.  They  are  in  contravention  of  Section  IX  of  Article  I.  of  the 
Constitution  of  Iowa,  in  that  the  said  sections  of  the  statute  do  not  provide  for 
any  hearing  before  any  tribunal  having  Judicial  powers,  in  which  hearing  the 
rights  of  the  railroad  companies  can  be  determined,  and  said  statutes  provide  for 
the  taking  of  the  property  of  the  railroad  companies  without  due  process  of  law. 
That  said  statutes  are  void  and  unconstitutional,  because  they  violate  the 
Fourteenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  in  that  the 
said  statutes  nowhere  provide  for  any  hearing  before  any  Judicial  tribunal,  and 
no  day  in  court  in  which  the  rights  of  the  railroad  companies  may  be  heard,  and 
Judicially  determined ;  for  which  reason  the  statutes  do  not  constitute  due  process 
of  law,  and  provide  for  the  taking  of  the  property  of  the  railroad  companies 
without  due  process  of  law. 

Wherefore,  It  is  respectfully  submitted  that  this  honorable  Commission  should 
withhold  its  approval  as  to  the  necessity  of  the  said  proposed  viaduct,  and  its 
approval  of  the  plans  proposed  and  submitted. 

Chicago  A  Nobth-Wsstbrn  Raii.wat  Company, 

By  James  C.   Davis>  its  Attorney, 
Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minnkapolib  ft  Omaha  Railway  Company, 

By  Wright  A  Call,  iU  Attorneys. 
Chicago,  Milwaukeb  A  St.  Paul  Railroad  Company, 

By  Shell,  Famsworth  A  Sammis,  its  Attorneys. 
Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company, 

By  W.  S.  Kenyon,  its  Attorney. 
Union  Terminal  Railway  Company, 

By    Wm.    R.    Begg,    iU    Attorney. 

Upon  date  named  the  Board  met  representatives  of  all  parties  inter- 
ested in  this  proceeding.  At  the  close  of  the  hearing  it  was  proposed  to 
have  further  hearing  on  August  30,  in  Sioux  City.  On  August  22,  1906, 
the  Board  received  the  following  letter  from  Mr.  A.  A.  Smith,  city  clerk 
of  Sioux  City: 

At  an  adjourned  regular  meeting  of  the  City  Council  held  on  August  21,  1906,  I 
was  directed  to  request  you  to  postpone  your  i^eeting  adjourned  to  August  30th. 
in  this  city,  to  some  future  date. 

The  Board  granted  the  postponement  as  requested,  and  notified  all  par- 
ties. Since  that  date  the  Board  has  not  been  called  upon  by  the  city  author- 
ities of  Sioux  City  to  act  in  this  case,  and  it  is  closed  without  prejudice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3370—1907. 

Nebraska  Bridge  Supply  ft  Lumbeb  ^ 

Company,  Omaha,  | 

vs.  \  Interstate  Rate. 

Chicago,   Milwaukee   ft   St.    Paul  | 

Railway  Company.  J 

Inquiry  filed  April  17,  1906. 

Inquiries  made  by  the  Nebraska  Bridge  Supply  ft  Lumber  Company  as 
to  whether  upon  an  interstate  shipment  all  lumber  from  the  south  to  Coun- 
cil BlufPs  it  could  be  rebllled  from  Council  Bluffs  to  points  in  Iowa  and 
the  local  Iowa  rate  apply  rather  than  be  comi)elIed  to  pay.  the  through 
rate  from  original  points  on  shipments  to  destination.    Since  the  filing  of 
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this  inquiry  tbe  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  ruled  upon  this 
question  holding  in  substance  that  when  a  consignee  or  his  agent  receipts 
for  a  shipment,  pays  the  cliarges  on  same,  the  consignment  may  then  be 
transported  upon  a  local  rate  to  any  other  point.  However,  an  agent  of  the 
railway  company  may  not  perform  this  service  for  the  consignor  or  con- 
signee. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3371—1907. 
C.  B.  Bbockway,  Matlock, 
lujNOis    Central    Railboad    Com-  1"  ^^^^^  ^"«- 

PANT. 

Complaint  filed  April  20,  1906. 

This  was  request  for  site  for  elevator  on  the  right  of  way  jof  the  Illinois 
Central  at  Matlock.  The  Board  placed  the  matter  before  the  railway 
officials  and  after  considerable  correspondence  and  personal  investigation 
on  the  part  of  the  Board,  th^,  railway  company  on  February  20,  1907, 
advised  the  Commission  that  "We  have  decided  to  grant  lease  to  Mr. 
Brockway  for  elevator  site  at  Matlock." 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3372—1907. 

liAKX-MoOBE  LUICBEB  COMPANY,  LaU- 

reus, 

vs. 
Chicago,   Milwaukee   ft   St.    Paul 
Railway  Company. 


•  Overcharge — Interstate, 


Complaint  filed  May  14,  1906. 
Complainant  in  this  case  wrote  as  follows: 

We  hand  you  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St  Paul  claim  No.  484650.  You  will 
understand  this  shipment  is  a  car  of  lumber,  consignor  Stout-Oreer  Lumber  Co., 
Thornton,  Ark.,  consignee  Lane-Moore  Lumber  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa. 

Upon  the  arrival  of  this  car  at  Council  Bluffs  same  was  reconsigned,  con- 
signor Lane-Moore  Lumber  Company,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  consignee  Lane-Moore 
Lumber  Company,  Albert  City,  Iowa.  This  shipment  changed  ownership  at 
Council'  Bluffs  and  therefore  represents  two  distinct  shipments,  and  as  we  paid 
foil  tariff  Thornton,  Ark.  to  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  our  understanding  of  this 
matter  is  that  Iowa  distance  tariff  should  apply  Council  Bluffs  to  Albert  City, 
and  that  we  should  not  be  required  to  pay  more  than  this. 

We  hand  you  these  papers  for  your  investigation,  and  you  will  please  advise 
us  as  to  the  correctness  of  our  position. 

The  Board  took  this  matter  under  advisement  and  it  was  the  subject  of 
considerable  correspondence.  Later  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
mled  that  ah  interstate  shipment  ended  when  the  freight  was  paid  and 
the  goods  receipted  for  by  the  consignee  or  an  authorized  agent  of  the 
consignee  not  a  railway  employee.  Any  further  moyement  of  the  ship- 
ment would  become  local  and  not  a  part  of  the  interstate  ahipi^ent.  Papers 
were  returned  to  the  complainant  and  the  case  was  closed. 

/  ijea  Moines/.  ldv8^.  Decemberr^-  1907,  ^  *^ 

I' '      1.     .      .        ■     i .   ■  •.^.        •  t      1^      .••.■.."  .»,>,  •.-»...■.*       i        .  ij<       "jLt^ 
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No.  3373—1907. 

Fabicebs'    Mutual   Elevator    Com-  ^ 

PANY,  Larch  wood,  | 

vs.  y  Elevator  Site, 

Chicago,    Rock    Island   ft    Pacific  | 

Railway  Compaity.  J 

Complaint  filed  May  28,  1906. 

This  was  application  by  the  Farmers'  Mutual  Elevator  Company  for  site 
for  elevator  upon  the  station  grounds  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 
Railway  Company  at  Larchwood.  The  application  was  presented  to  the 
railway  company  and  was  the  subject  of  much  correspondence  and  on  July 
26th  the  Commissioners,  after  notice  had  been  given  all  parties,  went  to 
Larchwood,  examined  the  premises,  and  heard  such  evidence  as  was  offered, 
both  for  the  complainants  and  the  railway  company.  It  was  also  agreed 
between  Carroll  Wright,  attorney  for  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific, 
and  Simon  Fisher,  attorney  for  the  Farmers'  Mutual  Elevator  Company, 
that  certain  witnesses  might  be  examined  subsequent  to  the  visit  of  the 
Board,  and  transcribed  testimony  sent  to  the  Board.  This  was  done  and 
the  Commissioners  carefully  considered  all  phases  of  the  case  as  presented. 

Before  the  Board  reached  a  decision  in  this  case,  the  Farmers'  Mutusi] 
Elevator  Company  purchased  an  elevator  building  already  constructed, 
taking  over  the  lease,  which  closed  the  case. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3374—1907. 

Farmers  Incorporated  Co-operative  ] 

Society,  Greene,  j 

VB.  }■  Elevator  Site. 

Chicago,    Rock    Island    ft    Pacific  | 

Railway  Company.  J 

Petition  filed  June  8,  1906. 

The  petitioners  requested  the  Commission  to  secure  elevator  site  for 
them  upon  the  right  of  way  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway 
Company  at  the  station  of  Greene. 

The  Board  made  this  case  the  subject  of  considerable  correspondence, 
visited  the  premises  in  person  which  resulted  in  the  petitioners  getting 
what  they  desired. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  337B— 1907. 

Stewart  Lumber  Company,  Denison, 

Iowa, 

vs. 
Chicago,   Milwattkeie  ft   St.    Paul 

Railway  Company. 


Amplication  of  Local  Rates  on  Inter* 
state  Business, 


Complaint  filed  June  25,  1906. 

This  complaint  arose  because  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St  Paul  Rail- 
V  ay  Company  charged  proportional  of  a  through  rate  on  a  car  of  lumber 
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from  Council  Blufb  to  Charter  Oak,  which  had  originated  at  Bome  point 
in  the  south,  instead  of  applying  the  Iowa  Distance  Tariff  rate. 

The  Commissioners  held  that  under  the  statement  of  the  case  as  made 
by  the  complainants,  Iowa  Distance  Tariff  rate  would  not  apply. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  337^—1907. 

Joe  H.  Rickey,  Mount  Pleasant, 

vs. 
Chicago,     Burlington     4b     Quincy  '  Undergrade  Farm  Crossing. 
Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  filed  August  14,  1906. 

The  complainant  in  this  case  stated  that  the  Railway  company  had 
deprived  him  of  the  use  of  an  undergrade  cattle  pass  by  placing  a  culvert 
and  filling  it  in. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  company  and  it  was  shown 
that  the  complainant  aside  from  the  cattle  pass  had  a  statutory  crossing 
and  there  not  being  any  reason  shown  why  there  should  be  any  extra 
accommodations  needed  on  the  land  of  the  complainant,  the  Board  took 
no  further  action. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3377—1907. 

B.  F.  WiTMER,  Polk  City, 

vs. 
Newton  ft  Northwestern  Railroad 
Company. 


Undergrade  Farm  Crossing. 


Complaint  filed  August  20,  1906. 

This  was  request  for  an  undergrade  cattle-paBS  on  the  farm  of  Mr. 
Witmer  and  the  Board  took  up  the  case  with  the  railway  company  for 
adjustment.  The  Board  made  exhaustive  investigations  on  the  subject  and 
found  they  would  not  be  justified  in  ordering  other  than  the  statutory 
crossing  which  the  railway  company  had  already  provided. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3378—1907. 

A.  J.  Kendig,  Winterset, 
vs 

CHioAOo,   Roiat   IsLAiro  *   Vxano  \  ^*  <>'  «<^  **  '^•^*- 
Railway  Company. 


Complaint  filed  August  23,  1906. 

This  was  claim  for  goods  lost  In  transit  through  some  local  proceedings 
that  had  removed  them  from  the  custody  of  the  railroad  company.  The 
Board  investigated  the  matter  complained  of  and  informed  the  complain- 
ant they  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  case. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3379--1907. 

Bbown  Bbothxbs,  GrawfordBvflle, 

vs. 
Chicago,     Bublington     4b     Quinot 
Railboao  Compaitt. 


•  Industry  Track. 


Complaint  filed  September  4,  1906. 

Case  closed  satisfactory  to  complainants. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3380—1907. 

Hamilton  Bbos.,  Cedar  Rapids, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   4b    Pacoio 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  September  7,  1906. 

Closed  December  2,  1907. 


Switching  Charges, 


No.  3381—1907. 
Citizens  of  Bbiohton,  ^ 

VS  I  * 

CHicAOO.   ROOK    IBI^D  *   Paoiiio  [  Bighway  Orouino. 
Railway  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  September  17,  1906. 

Petitioners  in  this  case  stated  that  in  the  reconstruction  of  the  Chi- 
cago, Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  a  crossing  had  been  left  in  bad  condition 
immediately  south  of  Brighton  and  desired  the  Board  to  investigate  it 
The  Board  made  a  trip  to  the  point  in  question  which  resulted  in  an  agree- 
ment being  entered  into  satisfactory  to  all  concerned. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3382—1907. 

FABME318  Grain  ft  Coal  Company, 
Knierim, 

vs.  y  Elevator  Site. 

Illinois    Central    Railboao    Com- 
pany. 

Complaint  filed  September  25,  1906. 

This  was  application  for  elevator  site  at  Knierim  which  after  con- 
siderable correspondence  €md  personal  visit  on  the  part  of  the  Board,  was 
granted  by  the  railway  company. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  Z,  1907. 
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No.  3383—1907. 

John  Maobjn,  St  Anthony, 

vs.  }  Overcharge, 

Iowa  Central  Railway  Comfaitt. 


J 


Complaint  filed  Octol)er  4,  1906. 

This  was  complaint  that  overcharge  had  heen  made  on  shipment  of 
live  stock  from  St.  Anthony  to  Chicago. 

The  Board  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railway  company  and  the  claim 
was  declined. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3384—1907. 
A.  Reiman,  Patterson,  \ 

CHICAGO,       B^INGTON      ft      Qtni.OT    \  <"*«»'"'  "'  ^"^^  <"  ^*«'««"- 

Railboad  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  October  4,  1906. 
Letter  in  this  case  follows: 

I  will  ask  a  favor  of  you.  Will  you  compel  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft 
Quincy  Railway  to  change  the  name  of  that  town  of  Patterson  down  by  Bur- 
llnfiTton  for  we  are  all  the  time  haying  goods  shipped  down  there  as  there  is  no 
postofflce  nor  aerent  there  and  the  stufT  Just  lays  there  for  a  month  or  so  before 
we  can  get  it.  If  you  need  a  petition  to  change  it  I  will  get  it. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  a 
letter  was  received  from  Mr.  Horace  Patterson  on  November  27,  1906,  as 
follows: 

I  have  been  notified  by  the  legal  department  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft 
Quincy  Railroad  of  this  city  that  the  Iowa  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
notified  them  that  they  must  change  the  name  of  Patterson  station.  Myself 
as  well  as  the  rest  of  the  patrons  of  this  station  do  not  want  the  name  changed. 
The  name  as  well  as  the  station  was  a  part  of  the  consideration  for  the  right  of 
way  granted  in  September,  1869.  As  I  am  the  one  most  Interested  in  this  station 
as  well  as  its  name  I  would  like  to  be  informed  by  your  honorable  body  why  you 
wish  the  change.  I  have  notified  the  railroad  company  that  I  have  taken  the 
matter  up  with  you  and  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  you  I  would  advise  them. 

The  railway  company  later  advised  that  if  the  parties  had  agreed  upon 
a  name,  they  would  change  the  name  as  requested,  but  the  cJEuse  was  closed 
without  prejudice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3385—1907. 

Ira  Conoeb,  Cherokee, 

vs. 
Illinois    Central    Railboad    Com- 
pany. 


'Elevator  Site  at  Aurelia, 


Complaint  filed  October  10,  1906. 

This  was  applioation  for  elevator  site  and  the  matter  was  taken  up  by 
the  Board  with  the  railway  company.    The  railway  company  in  its  reply 
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objected  to  granting  site  to  Mr.  Conger,  but  did  grant  a  site  to  other  par- 
ties which  provided  ample  elevator  facilities  at  that  point. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  338^—1907. 

Bed  Oak  Gas  Company,  Red  Oak, 

vs. 
Chicago,     Bublinoton     4b     Qumor 
Railroad  Company. 


.  Overcharge — Interstate, 


Complaint  filed  October  18,  1906. 

This  was  claim  for  alleged  overcharge  on  shipment  of  gas  naphtha. 
The  Board  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railway  company  and  claim  was 
adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3387—1907. 

C.  P.  Walker,  Paton, 

vs. 
Minneapolis  ft  St.  Louis  Railjioad  t  ^^^*  Service, 
Company. 

Complaint  filed  October  20,  1906. 

The  complainant  in  this  case  stated  that  the  depot  was  not  opened 
for  two  night  trains  stopping  at  that  point.  The  matter  was  taken  up  with 
the  railway  company.  Such  showing  was  made  that  the  case  was  closed 
without  prejudice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3388—1907. 

JTY,  Clinton,         1 

Advance  in  Express  Bates. 


Feiner  Fish  Company,  Clinton, 

vs. 
Adams  Express  Company  et  al. 


Complaiut  filed  October  24,  1906. 

This  was  complaint  by  the  Feiner  Fish  Co.  that  at  some  points  the 
express  company  had  advanced  rates  upon  their  product.  Pending  the 
adjustment  of  this  case  the  general  assembly  passed  an  act  requiring  the 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  to  fix  express  rates  and  the  case  was 
closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3389—1907. 

C.  A.  Grant  ft  Son,  Rolfe, 

^®*   -  ^     ,  «  J-  Loss  in  Transit. 

Minneapolis  ft  St.  Louis  Railboao 

Company. 

Complaint  filed  October  25,  1906. 
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This  was  claim  for  loss  of  coal  in  transit  and  while  not  having  Juris- 
diction the  Board  took  it  up  with  the  railway  company  and  resulted  in  the 
loss  being  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3390—1907. 

B.      J.     iNOWZaKSEN      MANITFACrUBIITO  1 

Company,  Lyon,  i 

vs.  Y  Overcharge. 

Chicago  ft  NoBTH-WEsnauv  Railway  I 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  29,  1906. 

This  was  claim  for  overcharge  on  account  of  misunderstanding  with 
reference  to  shipping  mixed  articles.  The  matter  was  closed  up  satis- 
factory to  complainants. 

De^  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3391--1907. 
Hageb  Bbos.,  Baxter,  Iowa, 

Chicago,  oifiAT  Western  Railway  }  ^^^^  Crossing. 
Company. 

Complaint  filed  November  12,  1906. 

Complainants  in  this  case  desired  that  the  respondent  railway  company 
be  required  to  provide  an  undergrade  crossing  on  land  belonging  to  com- 
plainants, crossed  by  said  railway  company.  A  vast  amount  of  corres- 
pondence followed  the  application  to  the  Board.  The  Commissoners  made 
personal  inspection  of  the  premises  and  on  June  13,  1907,  the  complainants 
wrote  the  Board  that  the  case  had  been  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3392—1907. 

Spenceb   Brick    ft    Tile  Company,^ 

Spencer,  i 

vs.  \  Switching  charge. 

Chicago,   Milwaukee   ft  St.   Pattl  | 

Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  November  24,  1906. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul  Railway 
Company  was  overcharging  them  on  transfer  of  car.  The  matter  was 
taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  reply  was  made 
by  E.  C.  Nettels,  General  Freight  and  Passenger  Agent,  December  15,  1906, 
as  follows: 


380  THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 

No.  3399^1907. 


Mbs.  O.  p.  Shebmebhobit,  Canton, 

vs. 
Chicago,     Bublinotox     ft     Qxjutoy 
Railboad  Company. 


Loss  in  Transit. 


Complaint  filed  December  11,  1906. 

This  was  claim  for  loss  of  fruit  and  household  furniture  in  transit. 
The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  the 
claim  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3400—1907. 

Ed.  Shaub,  Kenset, 

vs. 
Chicago   Gbeat   Westebn   Railway 
Company. 

Complaint  filed  December  11,  1906. 


Location  of  ScaleSy  Bolan. 


The  complainant  stated  that  shippers  desired  respondent  railway  com- 
pany to  put  in  scales  at  Bolan  for  stock  shippers.  The  Commissioners 
took  the  matter  up  and  found  that  there  were  scales  already  in  place  at 
Bolan  near  the  stock-yards  and  did  not  feel  warranted  in  ordering  scales 
as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3401—1907. 

B.  F.  Sbhth,  Wellman, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island    ft   Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  December  12,  1906. 


Shortage  of  Cars. 


Complainant  desired  cars  for  hay  shipment  to  Cairo,  Illinos.  Commis- 
sioners laid  the  matter  before  the  railway  company  and  cars  were  furn- 
ished. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3402—1907. 

Henby  Paine,  Decorah, 

vs. 
Chicago,     Bubungton     ft     Quincy 

Railboad  Company,  and 
Chicago  Gbeat  Westebn  Railway 

Company. 


•  Conditions  at  Afton  Junction* 


Complaint  filed  December  12,  1906. 

The  complainant  stated  that  conditions  were  such  at  Afton  Junction  as 
to  make  it  undesirable  for  passengers  to  wait  there  for  trains.  The  case 
was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  interested,  and  the 
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Board  was  later  advised  that  conditions  had  been  improved  at  the  point 
in  question. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3403—1907. 
WiTMEB  Bros.,  Cedar  Rapids, 

V8. 

Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway 
Company. 


Refusal  to  Switch  Foreign  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  December  18,  1906. 

Complainant  stated  that  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  refused  to  receive 
a  oar  for  switching  to  industry  because  the  car  had  not  come  over  their 
line  of  railway.  The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  Board  and  satisfac- 
torily adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa.  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3404—1907. 

Commissioners 

vs. 
Wabash  Railroad  Company  and 
Iowa  Central  Railway  Company. 


Sanitary   Conditions  at  Albia   Stc^ 
tion. 


Complaint  filed  December  18,  1906. 

On  December  18,  1906,  the  Commissioners  called  the  attention  of  the 
railway  companies  interested  to  the  fact  that  no  water  closets  had  been 
provided  at  or  near  Albia,  Iowa.  The  railway  companies  assured  the 
Commissioners  that  everything  would  be  done  to  improve  the  sanitary 
conditions  at  this  point. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3406—1907. 

C.  C.  Buck,  Ware, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   &   Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


■  Scarcity  of  Cars, 


Complaint  filed  December  21,  1907. 

Complainants  in  this  case  stated  that  they  were  unable  to  secure  cars 
for  shipment  of  grain.  Attention  of  the  company  was  called  to  the  matter 
and  the  cars  were  furnished. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3406—1907. 

Chicago,   Milwaukee   &   St.    Paul  ] 
Railway  Company, 
vs. 
Geo.  M.  Lamb  et  al.  J 


)■  Condemnation  in  Tama  County. 


Petition  filed  December  21,  1906. 
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This  was  petition  in  the  usual  way  for  right  to  condemn  land  for 
changing  the  line.  The  Board  fixed  January  11th  for  hearing,  but  before 
date  set  were  notified  that  the  matter  had  been  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3407—1907. 

Thistle  Coal  Compaitt,  Cincinnati,  ' 

vs. 
Chicago,     BuBLnroroN     4b     QuiifCT 
Railboad  CoxpAirr. 


>  Distribution  of  Cars, 


Complaint  filed  December  24,  1906. 
Complaint  in  this  case  follows: 

We  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  diaciimination  in  the  distributing  df 
cars  at  tills  place.  The  Consolidated  Block  Coal  Company  that  is  supplying 
the  railroad  company  with  company  coal.  Is  being  supplied  with  all  the  cars  nec- 
essary to  run  their  mines  full  time  and  the  other  mines  get  only  what  cars  the 
Consolidated  people  can't  use.  This  is  a  great  injustice  to  us  and  we  hope 
that  you  will  take  steps  at  once  to  put  an  end  to  such  discrimination.  If  your 
Board  can't  give  us  the  relief  desired  at  once,  we  will  ask  the  courts  for  such 
relief  as  is  necessary. 

Considerable  correspondence  passed  between  the  Board,  the  railway 
«x>mpany  and  the  complainant,  and  on  February  1,  1907,  the  Board  closed 
the  case  by  the  following  letter: 

Thistle  Coal  Comt>any,  Cincinnati.  Iowa. 

Obntlbmbn, — Replying  to  your  favor  of  the  31st  ult,  I  am  directed  by  the 
Board  to  say: 

On  December  22,  1906,  you  wrote  the  Railroad  Commission  that  the  Chicago* 
Burlington  St  Qulncy  Railway  Company  was  discriminating  against  your  com- 
pany and  others  in  the  distribution  of  coal  cars,  that  about  the  same  time  the 
Railroad  Commissioners  received  a  complaint  to  the  same  effect  from  the 
Mendota  Coal  Company.  These  complaints  were  based  upon  the  following 
statement  of  facts : 

"The  railroad  company  seem  to  have  a  contract  with  the  Exllne  Coal  Com- 
pany, Exllne,  Iowa,  and  the  Consolidated  Coal  Company,  Cincinnati,  Iowa,  for 
coal,  the  first  for  150  tons  daily,  the  last  for  100  tons  daily.  When  there  is  not 
a  full  supply  of  cars  the  railroad  company  gives  the  mines  loading  railroad  coal 
enough  cars  to  fill  the  railroad  contract  Then  if  there  are  any  left,  they  are 
divided  among  the  other  operators,  and  the  mines  receiving  cars'  for  railroad  coal 
also  share  in  the  distribution  of  the  balance  of  empties,  pro-rated  on  their  ton- 
nage over  railroad  contract." 

On  the  21st  day  of  January,  1907,  in  reply  to  the  request  of  this  Board  for 
information,  a  letter  was  received  from  the  railroad  company,  a  copy  of  which 
is  enclosed. 

There  is  no  substantial  disagreement  as  to  the  facts.  It  Is  undisputed  that  the 
railroad  company  has  contracts  with  the  Exllne  Coal  Company  of  Exllne  and 
the  Consolidated  Block  Coal  Com];>any  of  Cincinnati  for  100  tons  of  coal  per 
day  each. 

The  railroad  company  claims  that  these  contracts  are  "for  coal  for  company 
use  in  that  vicinity,  and  these  orders  are  based  on  our  actual  requirements." 
There  are  no  facts  before  this  Board  which  would  tend  to  contradict  this  claim. 

From  the  records  before  the  Commission  it  must  be  taken  to  be  true  that  in 
the  distribution  of  its  cars  the  railroad  company  first  furnishes  to  the  miires 
loading  company  or  contract  coal,  afterwards  the  remaining  cars  available  for 
carrying  coal  are  pro-rated  equally  between  all  mines  in  the  district,  including 
those  lodlng  company  coal,  on  the  basis  of  their  output.  No  complaint  is  made 
as  to  the  general  method  of  distribution  "on  the  basis  of  their  output." 
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The  precise  question  submitted  to  the  Board  is  as  to  whether  the  railroad 
company  discriminates  by  first  fumlshingr  cars  for  the  loadingr  of  its  own  coal 
as  per  its  contracts  for  its  actual  requirements. 

It  is  the  judgment  of  the  Board  that  Section  2175  of  the  Code  does  not 
apply  to  the  state  of  facts  presented.  The  purpose  of  the  statute  is  to  prevent 
discrimination  on  the  part  of  a  railroad  company  as  a  common  carrier  among 
shippers,  dealers  and  producers  of  coal. 

The  very  basis  of  this  statute  is  that  the  railroad  company  is  in  operation. 
It  must  be  permitted  to  operate  its  railroad. 

The  state  of  facts  presented  to  the  Board  is  based  on  the  theory  that  the 
railroad  company  in  good  faith  first  protects  itself  in  the  operation  of  its  own 
railroad.    In  the  opinion  of  this  Commission  it  has  a  right  to  do  this. 

It  need  not  be  suggested  that  a  railroad  company  would  have  no  right  to  use 
the  statute  as  a  cloak  or  a  subterfuge  for  favoring  any  particular  dealer  or 
shipper.  The  very  essence  of  the  statute  is  good  faith,  and  that  appears  upon 
the  record  in  this  case. 

The  Commissioners  have  thus  answered  your  questions  as  presented  by  the 
facts  an3  desire  me  to  say  to  you  that  if  they  can  be  of  any  further  service 
they  would  be  glad  to  have  you  write  them. 

Tours  very  truly, 

DWIOHT   N.    LiBWIS, 

For  the  Board.  •  Secretary. 

Dea  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3408—1907. 

Spauldino     Mantjfaotdmng     Com- 
pany, Grlnnell, 

vs.  j.  OvercJiarge. 

Chicago,   Rock    Island    ft   Pacifio 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  December  24,  1906. 

This  complaint  was  filed  under  a  misapprehension  of  the  facts,  and 
was  closed  without  prejudice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3409—1907. 

Mendato  Coal  Company,  Mendato, 

Chicago.     B^jblinqton    &    Qxm,ot  \  Distribution  of  Oars. 
Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  filed  December  26,  1906. 

This  inquiry  and  the  answer  of  the  Board  thereto  is  similar  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Thistle  Coal  Company  of  Cincinnati  vs.  Chicago,  Burlington  ft 
Quincy  Railroad  Company. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3410—1907. 

I.  M.  Johnson,  Maquoketa, 

vs. 
Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway 

COMPANT.  j 


[pai 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 


Complaint  filed  December  20,  1906. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  obtain  cars  for  shipment  of 
hay.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  and  cars  were  furnished  Mr. 
Johnson  as  soon  as  possible. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3411—1907. 

Beck  Grain  Company,  Fremont, 

vs. 
Chicago,     Burlington     ft     Quincy 
Railroad  Company. 


►  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  December  29,  1906. 

Complainant  stated  that  they  were  unable  to  get  sufficient  number  of 
cars  and  desired  the  Board  to  help  them  obtain  more  equipment  for  the 
conduct  of  their  business.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the 
railway  company. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3412—1907. 

Commissioners 
vs. 
Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway 
Company. 


-  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


In  December,  1906,  the  Commissioners  took  up  the  matter  of  scarcity 
of  cars'  In  Iowa  with  the  Chicago  ft  North-Western  Railway  Company 
with  the  special  reference  to  the  number  of  cars  furnished  Iowa  and 
contiguous  territory  from  December  12th  to  December  22d.  On  December 
31,  1906,  Mr.  F.  P.  Eyman,  assistant  general  freight  agent  of  the  Chicago 
&  North-Western  Railway  Company,  wrote  the  Board  submitting  the 
statement  of  cars  furnished,  all  of  which  is  herewith  set  out  in  full: 

Chicago,  Dec.   31,   1906. 
Mr.  Dwight  N.  Lewis, 

Secretary,  Iowa  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

Dear  Sir, — ^Whlle  at  Des  Moines  last  Thursday  Colonel  Palmer,  Chairman 
of  the  Commission,  spoke  to  me  about  the  complaints  they  are  having  relative  to 
car  shortage  in  Iowa  for  the  loading  of  grain,  and  stated  that  it  had  been  inti- 
mated to  the  Commission  that  on  account  of  the  agitation  In  the  northwest  the 
Iowa  roads  were  discriminating  agrainst  the  grain  shippers  in  the  State  of  Iowa, 
sending  all  their  equipment  to  Minnesota  and  Dakota.  I  told  him  that  I  would 
give  him  a  statement  of  the  movement  for  the  last  ten  days,  which  I  was  sure 
would  indicate  that  our  Iowa  shippers  were  getting  their  full  share  of  the  cars 
available. 
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This  statement  from  December  12th  to  22d,  inclusive,  which  I  enclose  here- 
with, shows  that  the  total  number  of  cars  of  grsiln  loaded  In  Iowa  during  that 
period  was  1,536  and  the  total  loaded  in  Minnesota,  North  and  South  Dakota 
1,643.  In  other  words,  practically  as  many  cars  were  loaded  In  the  State  of 
Iowa  as  in  all  of  the  three  states  of  Minnesota,  North  and  South  Dakota. 

This  I  am  sure  will  convince  the  Conmiission  that  there  has  been  absolutely, 
so  far  as  this  line  is  concerned,  no  discrimination  against  our  Iowa  shippers. 

Yours  truly, 

.  F.  P.  Etman, 
Assistant  General   Freight  Agent. 

Grain  Loading — Iowa,  Minnesota  and    Dakota. 
December  12,  1906,  to  December  22,  1906  (inclusive). 

DhHaiona, 


December 

Iowa 

Northern 
Iowa 

Sioux  City 

Minnesota 

Dakota 

Iowa  ft 
Minnesota 

12 

69 

29 

42 

47 

76 

18 

IS 

67 

28 

80 

46 

69 

21 

14 

51 

41 

33 

101 

68 

18 

16 

63 

84 

36 

8B 

90 

11 

16* 

17 

65 

85 

61 

99 

67 

12 

18 

73 

42 

48 

70 

89 

18 

19 

81 

87 

44 

86 

98 

18 

20 

72 

47 

32 

90 

91 

22 

21 

67 

29 

84 

119 

90 

10 

22 

45 

88 

30  . 

90 

75 

18 

648 

855 

890 

835 

806 

151 

*  Sunday. 

Total  Iowa 1,886 

Total  Minnesota  &  Dakota..  1.643 
Iowa  &  Minnesota 151 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3413—1907. 

C.  G.  Messerole,  Qowrie,  Iowa,  Sec-  ' 
retary.    Farmers   Grain    Dealers 
Association, 
vs. 

Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway 
Company  et  al.  j 


'  Scarcity  of  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  January  2,  1907. 

Mr.  Messerole  acting  for  the  Farmers  Elevator  Companies  generally 
through  Iowa  filed  many  complaints  of  the  failure  of  the  Chicago  ft 
North- Western  Railway  to  furnish  cars  at  different  points  named  by  him. 
""he  Commissioners  took  up  these  complaints  and  made  them  the  special 
subject  of  correspondence  and  personal  investigation  but  all  that  was 
possible  to  be  done  was  to  induce  the  railway  company  to  make  special 
efforts  to  supply  the  elevators  in  Iowa  with  cars. 

There  was  a  general  shortage  of  cars  all  over  the  country  and  from 
careful  investigations  made  the  Board  did  not  find  that  Iowa  was  being 
discriminated  against  in  the  distribution  of  the  available  equipment. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  December  2,  1907. 
25 
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No.  3414—1907. 


Chris.  Williams,  Stratford, 

vs. 
Chicago  ft  Nobth-Westebn  Railway 
Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 


Complaint  filed  January  2,  1907. 

Closed  January  9,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3415—1907. 

Frank  Luttes,  Cambridge,  1 

vs 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  [  ^*^^«*«^  '^  ^'^^''^' 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  January  8,  1907. 

This  was  complaint  that  the  respondent  railway  company  would  not 
switch  cars  from  connecting  lines  to  be  unloaded  on  their  own  team 
tracks.  The  Board  has  never  felt  Justified  in  requiring  this  kind  of 
service  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3416—1907. 

W.  J.  Chase,  Guthrie,  1 

vs.  !  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars  for  Emi- 

Chicago,    Rock    Island  ft   Pacific  (       grant  Movables. 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  January  8,  1907. 

Closed  January  16,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3417—1907. 

Citizens  of  Yorkshire 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  ^  '^^^^^  Service. 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  January  9,  1907. 

This  was  a  petition  that  Yorkshire  be  made  a  flag  stop  for  trains  No. 
1  and  No.  15  going  west  and  No.  6  going  east.  The  Board  had  considerable 
correspondence  but  it  was  finally  agreed  to  make  Yorkshire  a  flag  stop 
for  No.  1  west  bound  and  No.  6  east  bound. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3418—1907. 

Mitchell  Implement  Compaitt, 

Fort  Dodge, 
vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   ft    Pacific 

Railway  Company. 


-  Overcharge — Interstate. 


Complaint  filed  January  9,  1907. 

This  was  claim  for  overcharge  on  car  of  yehiclee  from  Flint,  Michigan, 
to  Graettinger,  Iowa.  The  case  was  investigated  by  the  Board  and  it 
was  found  that  no  overcharge  had  been  made  by  the  railway  company. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3419—1907. 

C.  A.  Caldwell,  Onawa, 

vs. 
Chicago  ft  Nobth-Westsrn  Railway 
Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars  for  Bav, 


Complaint  filed  January  10,  1907. 

Closed  January  29,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3420—1907. 

C.  R.  RicHABDSON,  Cambridge,  1 

vs 

Newton  ft  Northwestern  Railroad  i^  ^^^^  Crossing. 

Company,  J 

Complaint  filed  January  10,  1907. 

This  complaint  was  presented  to  the  Board  by  Gillespie  ft  Bannister, 
attorneys,  and  was  presented  at  once  to  the  railway  company.  This  com- 
plaint was  the  subject  of  a  great  deal  of  correspondence  and  was  finally 
adjusted  on  October  12th. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,   December  2,  1907. 


No.  3421—1907. 

KuNZ  Bros.,  Wesley, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paxtl 
Railway  Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  January  12,  1907. 

Closed  February  7,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3422—1907. 

Ltman  B.  Pabshall,  Canton, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukes:  ft  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  January  12,  1907. 


"  Overcharge — Interstate, 


This  wa43  claim  made  for  overcharl^e  on  tickets  which  when  presented 
to  the  railroad  company  was  found  to  be  correct  and  refund  was  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3423—1907. 

Theo.  S.  DeLay,  Creston, 

vs. 
Chioago,   Burlington    &   Quincy 
Railboad  Company. 


'  Viaduct. 


Complaint  filed  January  14,  1907. 

This  was  originally  an  inquiry  as  to  what  the  city  should  do  in  so 
far  as  preparing  for  submission  to  the  Board  a  plat  of  the  proposed  via- 
duct at  the  crossing  of  Walnut  street  and  the  Burlington  Railway  Com- 
pany. The  Commissioners  advised  of  the  steps  necessary  to  take  and  on 
January  23d  Mr.  DeLay  again  wrote  the  Board  as  follows: 

Referring  to  your  favor  of  the  14th  inst.  It  is  not  possible  for  me  to 
submit  plans  and  specifications  of  the  proposed  structure  as  it  is  not  yet  deter- 
mined whether  the  crossing  will  be  by  viaduct  or  timnel,  though  there  is  a 
widely  disseminated  feeling  that  we  must  have  a  crossing  at  the  point  indicated. 

It  seems  to  be  the  understanding  here  that  the  most  desirable  method  of  pro- 
cedure would  be  to  secure  the  approbation  of  your  Board  of  a  crossing  at  the 
indicated  point  and  then  take  up  possibly  with  the  railroad  people,  the  deter- 
mination of  what  kind  of  a  crossing  will  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties. 

In  accordance  with  further  Instructions  I  am  this  day  sending  you,  by  Adams 
express,  a  plat  of  Crestoh,  with  the  location  of  the  proposed  crossing  indicated 
thereon  and  the  business  parts  of  streets  shaded  in  pink.  The  nearest  crossing 
on  each  side  of  the  proposed  crossing  I  have  shaded  in  green. 

The  entire  matter  was  presented  to  the  railway  company  but  on 
March  14th  Mr.  DeLay  wrote  the  Commission  saying: 

As  the  matter  of  the  viaduct  or  tunnel  in  this  place  seems  to  be  resting  in 
statu  quo  for  the  present,  will  you  kindly  return  to  me,  express  collect,  the  map 
of  this  city  which  I  sent  you. 

Mr.  DeLay's  request  was  complied  with  and  the  case  was  closed. 
Pes  Moines,  Iowa,   December  2,  1907. 


No.  3424—1907. 

Citizens  of  Blakesbubo,  Iowa, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 


Telephone  Service. 


Complaint  filed  January  15,  1907. 

This  was  petition  from  the  citizens  of  Blakesburg  that  telephone  be 
installed  at  that  station  for  the  accommodation  of  the  public,  for  the 
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reason  that  the  station  of  Blakesburg  is  located  quite  a  distance  from  the 
town  Itself.  The  matter  was  presented  to  the  railway  company  and  tele- 
phone was  placed  in  the  depot  as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3425—1907. 

Geo.  S.  Hallett,  Union,  1 

Chicago  6  N^in-WEsranN  Railway  [  ^^<*«»o^  of  Stock  Yards  at  Gifford. 
Company-  J 

Complaint  filed  January  15,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  to  the  Board  by  shippers  saying  the  stock  yards 
at  GifTord  were  such  they  were  unable  to  accommodate  the  stock;  that 
there  was  no  water,  racks,  troughs  nor  scales;  that  the  fence  was  not 
strong  enough  to  hold  the  stock.  Upon  complaint  being  presented  to  the 
railway  company  Mr.  R.  H.  Aishton  said: 

Our  Mr.  Shiith,  superintendent,  caUed  on  Mr.  Hallett  and  several  others 
who  are  shipping  from  that  point  with  the  object  of  ascertaining  what  was 
required  to  put  the  yard  in  satisfactory  condition.  This  has  been  ascertained 
and  arrangements  have  been  made  to  provide  partitions,  scale  house,  scale,  water 
supply,  etc..  Just  as  early  in  the  spring  as  weather  conditions  will  permit  the 
economical  prosecution  of  that  class  of  work.  This,  we  understand,  is  entirely 
satisfactory  to  the  Interested  parties  and  the  necessary  Instructions  will  be 
given  at  the  proper  time. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3426—1907. 

A.  N.  Ahlstband,  Gowrie,  ] 

vs.  L  Private  Drainage   Across   Railway 

Chicago  ft  Nosth-Wbstebn  Railway  i        Right  of  Way, 
Company,  J 

Complaint  filed  January  16,  1907. 

Complete  correspondence  in  this  case  follows: 

QowEis,   Iowa,  January  14,   1907. 
Iowa  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

Gbntlbhsn, — I  would  like  to  be  advised  concerning  a  matter  which  has 
been  causing  me  some  trouble;  It  is  my  purpose  to  tile  out  and  Improve  my 
farm  and  to  do  so  It  becomes  necessary  for  me  to  cross  the  railroad  right  of  way 
with  a  ten-inch  tile. 

I  applied  to  the  Chicago  ft  North-Western  Railway  Company  for  a  permit 
to  do  so ;  they  demanded  that  I  deposit  a  fee  of  five  dollars  with  them  to  cover 
the  expense  of  issuing  a  permit.  This  I  acceded  to,  and  after  a  delay  of  two 
months  they  send  a  contract  for  me  to  sign  making  me  responsible  for  all 
damages,  which  In  effect  would  hold  me  for  wrecks. 

This  contract  I  cannot  sign  in  Justice  to  myself.  I  have  therefore  served  on 
them  the  regular  notice  as  required  by  law,  and  I  would  like  your  opinion  as  to 
whether  or  not  you  consider  this  law  constitutional,  or  if  you  would  advise 
me  to  accede  to  their  demands,  or  give  up  the  Improvement  of  my  farm. 

The  action  I  have  taken  is  in  accordance  with  the  provision  of  the  statute. 
Code  section  19  S  5.  The  railway  company  claim  that  this  law  is  unconstitutional 
and  threaten  to  take  the  matter  to  the  courts. 
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Aside  from  makingr  me  liable  for  damages,  the  contract  they  ask  me  to  sign 
provides  that  at  their  request  I  would  be  required  to  take  up  this  tile  on  thirty 
days'  notice. 

Kindly  advise  by  return  mail  what  you  think  would  be  the  best  course  for  me 
to  pursue  in  this  matter;  if  you  have  any  suggestions  that  you  think  would  be 
better  than  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  law,  kindly  advise  me  of  them. 

Yours  truly, 

A.    N.    AHL0TRAND. 

January  15,   1907. 
Mr.  A.  N.  Ahlstrand,  Oowrie,  Iowa. 

Drar  But, — Replying  to  your  favor  of  January  14th  and  returning  herewith 
your  notice  as  requested,  I  am  directed  by  the  Board  to  say  that  the  question  of 
the  constitutionality  of  Section  1956  of  the  Code  is  one  for  the  department  of 
the  Attorney  General  or  for  your  own  attorneys.  As  a  Board  of  Railroad 
Commissioners  they  would  not  want  to  express  themselves  upon  the  consti- 
tutionality of  this  or  any  other  statute,  yet  your  attention  is  called  to  the  case 
of  Fleming  vs.  Hull  et  al.,  73  Iowa,  696,  and  the  more  recent  case  of  Oliver  et 
al.  vs.  Monroe  County,  90  Northwestern  Reporter,  page  510. 

The  Commissioners  are  of  the  opinion  that  in  view  of  the  adjudications  upon 
the  statute  in  question  there  would  be  no  damage  to  you  in  executing  the  con- 
tract called  for  by  the  railway  company.  While  there  may  be  injustice  in  this 
contract  yet  it  is  scarcely  possible  that  any  court  would  construe  it  so  as  to 
hold  you  liable  for  damages  for  railroad  wrecks. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3427—1907. 

B.  F.  Robinson,  Annstrong,  ] 

CHIOAOO.     ROCli     I8LA«D    ft     PACIFIC       '"«««♦•«  *«  '«'^*  ^'^'  '"^  ««*"• 

Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  Jfuiuary  18,  1907. 
Closed  February  6,  1907. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3428—1907. 

F.  M.  TUTTLE,  Spencer,  ]  ^^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^ 

iLr,„««An^rT«  A  QAxwm  T  ^rrro  T>  *xt    }       ^ofi,  SpeficeT  aucL  Ore€nville  for 

Complaint  filed  January  22,  1907. 

This  was  complaint  of  the  inability  to  obtain  cars  for  shipments  of  hay 
destined  to  points  in  Florida.  Investigation  transpired  that  the  dif- 
ficulty lay  in  the  Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis  getting  cars  from  its  con- 
nections for  the  south  shipments.  Mr.  L.  F.  Day,  vice  president,  assured 
the  Conmiissioners  that  everything  would  be  done  possible  to  move  the 
hay  promptly. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3429—1907. 

Geo.  a.  Wells,  Secretary,  Iowa 
Grain  Dealers  Association,  Des 
Moines, 

vs. 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  A  Pacific 
Railway  CJompant. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars  for  Chrain, 


Complaint  filed  January  23,  1907. 
Complaint  in  this  case  was  as  follows: 

We  have  received  numerous  complaints  from  grrain  dealers  in  the  northwestern 
part  of  the  state  in  regard  to  the  shortage  of  cars.  For  instance,  at  Buffalo 
Center,  the  elevator  storage  capacity  of  that  town  is  about  125,000  bushels, 
sufficient  to  store  one-third  of  the  total  yearly  receipts  of  the  station.  One 
dealer  at  that  station  wrote  me  under  date  of  January  21st  that  on  December 
19th  he  ordered  Ave  cars  and  up  to  date  of  the  letter  he  haid  received  only  four, 
and  that  he  was  obliged  to  turn  away  during  the  previous  week  at  least  10,000 
bushels  of  grain.  This,  however,  is  only  one  instance,  indicating  the  small 
supply  of  cars  that  is  being  provided  by  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 
road,  and  It  would  seem  that  in  the  general  distribution  of  cars  on  the  Rock 
Island  System,  that  Iowa  is  not  receiving  its  share. 

Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  statutes  provide  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Railroad 
Commissioners  to  satisfy  themselves  that  the  railroad  company  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  its  cars,  give  to  this  state  its  proportionate  share  of  the  equipment 
operated  by  such  road.     Kindly  let  me  hear  from  you  on  this  point  and  oblige. 

In  replying  to  this  case  the  Board  said  on  January  23d,  that  there 
was  no  statute  making  it  the  duty  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners  to 
satisfy  themselves  that  the  railway  company,  in  the  distribution  of  its 
cars,  gives  to  this  state  its  proportionate  share  of  the  equipment  operated 
by  said  road  but  that  the  Board  would  insist  that  no  discrimination  be 
practiced  by  any  railroad  company  to  the  detriment  of  Iowa  shippers. 

Mr.  Carroll  Wright,  attorney  for  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  in  answering  this  complaint  on  February  14th,  said: 

With  reference  to  the  complaint  of  George  A.  Wells,  regarding  scarcity  of  cars 
at  Buffalo  Center,  I  have  to  say  that  upon  investigation  I  find  that  we  furnished 
at  Buffalo  Center  during  the  month  of  January  37  cars,  24  for  grain  and  13  for 
hay.     At  the  stations  in  that  immediate  vicinity  we  furnished  cars  as  follows: 

Armstrong   26  cars. 

Swea  City   30  cars. 

Germania    36  cars. 

Rake   14  cars. 

Thompson    13  cars. 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  we  have  endeavored  to  distribute  our  cars  fairly 
among  the  shippers  at  the  various  points.  It  should  not  be  claimed  that  156 
cars  In  a  month  at  stations  of  the  size  of  these  referred  to  is  a  very  great 
scarcity. 

No  further  complaint  was  made. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,   December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3430—1907. 

Town  of  Ljchigh  1 

Chicago  Gbbat  Wbstbbw  Railway  \  ^»**»^«»cn<»  of  Setoer. 
Company,  J 

Complaint  filed  January  23,  1907. 

This  was  a  complaint  that  Aardly  warranted  the  interference  of  the 
Board  and  the  railroad  company  and  the  town  council  were  advised  to 
reach  an  agreement  as  to  the  proper  thing  to  be  done.  Later  the  Com- 
missioners were  advised  that  this  had  been  accomplished. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3431—1907. 


J.  N.  Whxeleb,  Qermanda,  1 

CHICAGO.     RoS^     ISLAND    ft     PAdTIO   \  ^^^'^  *^   ^"""^^^   ^^'^    '^  ^^ 

Railway  Company.  J 


Complaint  filed  January  23,  1907. 

Upon  investigation  it  was  found  that  Mr.  Wheeler  was  getting  his 
proportionate  share  of  the  cars  available  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3432—1907. 

Western  Elevatok  Company,  )  ^««^^^  ^**  ^fl'^'^.wK^^'^ 

Winona.  Minn.  '  |       ^^    **    *^^    DistH^ution    of 

Inquiry  filed  January  23,  1907. 

Inquiry  was  made  of  the  Board  whether  track  buyers  of  grain  could 
insist  on  being  furnished  cars  when  equipment  was  so  scarce  that  elevator 
companies  could  not  obtain  all  the  cars  they  need  in  the  transportation 
of  their  grain.  The  Commissioners  in  answering  this  inquiry  stated  that 
the  "track  buyer"  is  a  "person"  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  as 
well  as  the  "manager  of  an  elevator"  and  that  the  Board  could  not  make 
any  discrimination  and  neither  could  the  railroad  company  between  the 
two;  the  track  buyer  paying  for  a  right  to  his  proportionate  share  of  the 
cars  available  as  his  business  might  warrant. 

Des  MoineSp  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3433—1907. 

H.  Dbeyeb,  Jb.,  Aplington, 

vs. 
Illinois    Central    Railboad    Com- 
pany. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  January  25,  1907. 

Closed  February  14.  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3434—1907. 

S.  G.  Haih)OGK,  Hornick, 

m 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  January  26,  1907. 


•  Overcharge  and  Damage. 


This  was  claim  for  excess  charges  and  broken  tombstone.  The  Board 
asked  for  further  information  with  reference  to  the  matter  but  it  was  not 
forthcoming  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3435—1907. 

RicHABDS  Elevator  Company, 
Richards, 

vs. 

Illinois    Central    Railroad    Com- 
pany. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars  for  Cfrain. 


Complaint  filed  January  28,  1907. 

This  was  an  alleged  discrimination  against  the  grain  houses  at 
Richards  in  favor  of  Rockwell  City  in  the  distribution  of  cars.  Complaint 
was  taken  up  with  the  company  but  it  was  not  found  that  any  discrimina- 
tion had  been  practiced  against  Richards  shippers. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


Joint  Rates. 


No.  3436—1907. 

Tripoli  Industrial  Association, 

Tripoli, 

vs. 
Chicago  Great  Western   Railway 

Company  and   Waterloo,  Cedar 

Falls     &     Northern     Railway 

Company. 

Complaint  filed  January  29,  1907. 

This  was  complaint  that  joint  rates  were  not  made  by  the  railway 
companies  respondent  hereto.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board 
with  the  railway  companies  interested  but  later  the  Commissioners  pro- 
mulgated rates  applicable  in  Iowa  and  this  case  was  closed  without  prej- 
udice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3437—1907. 

S.  H.  Polk,  Sidney,  ] 

vs  I 

CHICAGO.     BubLinoton     ft     ^^,^^  I  Overchargi^Interstate. 
Railroad  Company.  i 

Complaint  filed  January  30,  1907. 
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This  was  claim  for  alleged  overoharge  on  live  stock  from  South  Omaha, 
to  Percival.  The  claim  was  presented  to  the  railway  company  on  February 
18,  1907,  the  Commissioners  were  advised  it  had  been  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3438—1907. 

Thos.  Lynch  et  al.,  North  Buena  1 
Vista,  I 

vs.  \.  Condition    of  Stock  Yards, 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  j 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  January  31,  1907. 

This  was  complaint  that  the  condition  of  the  stock  yards  of  North 
Buena  Vista  was  such  that  shippers  could  use  them  with  no  convenience. 
The  Commissioners  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railway  company  and 
Mr.  W.  A.  Underwood,  general  manager,  on  March  4th,  wrote  as  follows: 

^nce  the  receipt  of  your  letter  the  matter  has  been  thoroughly  investigated 
and  our  superintendent  and  division  freight  and  passenger  agent  have  met 
the  complainants  on  the  ground  and  gone  over  the  situation  thoroughly. 

On  account  of  physical  conditions  there  is  no  way  by  which  we  can  add  to  our 
facilities  without  heavy  and  unreasonable  expense.  The  owners  of  property  which 
it  is  necessary  for  us  to  acquire  in  order  to  expand  are  reluctant  in  disposing 
of  the  ground  and  in  fact  will  not  sell  at  any  figure.  Our  line  runs  between  the 
river  and  the  bluff  and  the  stock-yards  track  can  neither  be  moved  or  extended. 

On  Thursday,  January  20,  1907,  the  Board  inspected  the  premises  and 
found  the  company  owned  no  land  favorable  for  stock  yards  in  any  dif- 
ferent location  than  as  at  present. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3439—1907. 

Thos.  H.  Beoos  et  al.,  Kanawha, 

vs.  I'  Failure  to  Furnish   Cars. 

Iowa   Centbal  Railway  Company. 


:i 


Complaint  filed  January  31,  1907. 

Closed  February  13,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3440—1907. 

Fabmebs  Elevator  Company,  '] 

KingBley,  | 

vs.  }•  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 

Chicago  ft  Nobth-Westebn  Railway  | 

Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  1,  1907. 

Closed  February  9,  1907. 

D€p  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3441—1907. 

J.  M.  PoBTEB  &  Son,  Fairmount, 

CHICAGO,   ROCK    IsiAin)   ft    Pacific  ^  ^**'«*'*  *"  ^""^^  <^'""«- 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  February  2,  1907. 

Complainants  stated  that  they  were  having  difiiculty  in  getting  cars. 
The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  it 
transpired  that  they  wished  foreign  cars  for  shipments  on  lines  other 
than  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific.  Cars  were  finally  furnished  as 
desired. 

On  September  12,  1907,  complaint  was  made  again  with  reference  to 
inability  to  get  cars.  Upon  being  taken  up  with  the  railway  company  the 
request  for  cars  was  complied  with. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  34^2—1907. 

W.  A.  Bleakley,  Grant  Center, 
vs. 


Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  j 
Railway  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  February  4,  1907. 

Closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


}•  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 


No.  3443—1907. 

J.  A.  Gray,  Onawa, 

vs. 
Chicago  ft  Nobth-Westebn  Railway 
Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  February  6,  1907. 

Closed  February  13,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3444—1907. 


1 


J.  H.  Charlton,  Rolfe, 

**      «  ~v,y°'  tL  o.,«™,  T^,Tr«  T>Axr    ^  FttHurc  to  Fumish  Cars, 
Minneapolis  ft  Saint  Louis  Rail-  | 

road  Company.  .  J 

Complaint  filed  February  6,  1907. 
Closed  February  23,  1907. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  344&— 1907. 

Geo.  S.  liOFTUs,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

CHICAGO.    hSoK    I8LA«D    ft    PAcmo  ^^*"««  *"  ^«"»*«*  ^'^'- 
Railway  Company.  J 

(Complaint  filed  February  6,  1907. 

Closed  February  23,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3446—1907. 

Sloan  Elevatob  Company,  Sloan, 

vs. 
Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway 
Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 


Complaint  filed  February  6,  1907 

Closed  February  15,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3447—1907. 

Wm.  Sent,  Latimer, 

vs.  y  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 

Iowa  Central  Railway  Company. 


J 


Complaint  filed  February  9,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  his  elevator  was  full  of  grain  and  that  on  ac- 
count of  his  inability  to  get  cars  he  was  losing  money.  Complaint  was. 
taken  up  at  once  with  the  railway  company  and  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3448—1907. 

Mrs.  Sarah  A.  Wortman,  Grinnell,  ] 

vs.  y  Condition  of  Right  of  Way  Fence^ 

IOWA  Central  Railway  Company,      j 

Complaint  filed  February  9,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  right  of  way  fence  was  in  bad  repair.  When 
the  attention  of  the  railway  company  was  called  to  the  complaint,  proper 
repairs  were  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3449—1907. 

Henbt  Hahn,  Mallard,  1 

vs  I 

MmNEiu-ou^'  ft  Saint  Louis  Rail-  f  ^«"""«  '"  ^«"*<*'^  ^'"■*- 

BOAD  CJOMPANY.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  9,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  for  Mr.  Hahn  by  Mr.  C.  G.  Messerole,  secretary  of 
the  Farmers  Grain  Dealers  Association  of  Iowa.  There  seemed  to  be  some 
misunderstanding  with  reference  to  loading  of  cars  and  obtaining  of  for- 
eign cars. 

The  Commissioners  after  much  correspondence  got  the  matter  ad- 
Justed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3450—1907. 

Medberby  ft  Darnell,  Homickp  1 

vs  I 

CHICAGO.  MH^WAUKEE  ft   SAINT  PaOT,  f  ^«*"""''   *"   ^"'<»*   ^'^'- 

Railway  Compazyy.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  11,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  discrimination 'in  furnishing  cars  but  upon  in- 
vestigation it  was  found  that  no  discrimination  had  been  practiced  but 
that  complainants  were  suffering  from  a  general  shortage  of  equipment. 

Des  Moinee,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3451—1907. 

AtJGusT  Lau  ft  Sons,  Klemme,  ^ 

CmcAQO,   rS^jk   IsLAin)   ft   PAcmo  [  ^«"«'-«  *"  ^«*^**'^  C*"- 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  12,  1907. 

Closed  February  28,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3452—1907. 

F.  S.  LiVEBMOBE,  Buffalo  Center, 

vs. 
Chicago,   Rock    Island    ft   Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


Failure  to  FumUh  Cars, 


Complaint  filed  February  13,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  on  February  13th,  that  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft 
Pacific  Railway  Company  had  furnished  him  but  two  cars  since  January 
15th  although  he  had  ordered  twenly  cars  and  was  ready  to  load  them  in 
forty-eight  hours.    The  matter  was  taken  up  at  once  with  the  railway 
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company  and  Mr.  C.  J.  Wilson,  superintendent,  on  February  23d  said 
that  they  were  very  short  of  empty  box  cars  but  were  doing  everything 
they  could  to  supply  the  demand.  On  March  Ist  the  Ck>nmiissioners  were 
advised  that  Buffalo  Center  had  loaded  fifty  box  cars  from  January  1st  to 
March  1st. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3453—1907. . 

Edward  Galbbath,  Webb,  1 

I 
vs  I 

CHICAGO.  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul     ^''"«''«'  *"  ^«"'*«''  <^«''«- 

Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  13.  1907. 

Closed  February  20,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3454—1907. 

L.  E.  MiuLEB,  Sinclair, 

vs. 
Illinois    Centbal    Raelboad    Com- 
PAirr. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  February  16,  1907. 

Case  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3455—1907. 

Citizens  of  Oban  ] 

vs  I 

CHICAGO  QbLt  Westken  Raelwat  \  condition  of  Stock  Yard,. 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  19,  1907. 

This  was  a  petition  through  Sager  ft  Sweet  asking  that  the  Chicago 
Great  Western  Railway  be  required  to  fumlBh  better  stock  yard  facilities 
at  Oran.  The  case  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company 
and  the  Board  was  advised  by  the  railway  company  that  they  had  au- 
thorized improvements  made  at  the  stock  yards  that  were  satisfactory  to 
;the  complainants.' 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  345^—1907. 

B.  C.  Mooms,  Elmore,  Minn. 

vs. 
Chicago,   Rock    Island    ft   Pagifio 
Railway  Company. 


,  Failure    to   Furniih    Cars   at   Qer- 
mania. 


Complaint  filed  February  20,  1907. 

Commissioners  presented  the  complaint  to  the  railway  company  with 
the  result  that  cans  were  furnished  as  soon  as  the  company  could  get 
the  equipment. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3457-- 1907. 

C.  Ottosen  et  al.,  Q]ttosen, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island    ft    Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


Train  Service. 


Complaint  filed  February  20,  1907. 

This  was  request  for  passenger  trains  known  as  No.  606  and  No.  619 
stop  at  Ottosen.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway 
company.  After  considerable  correspondence  had  been  had  the  railway 
company  finally  agreed  to  stop  train  No.  619  at  Ottosen  to  discharge 
passengers  from  Livermore  and  beyond  and  to  stop  on  fiag  to  receive 

passengers  from  Bmmetsburg  and  beyond.    This  arrangement  was  satis- 
factory to  the  complainant. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3468—1907. 

OuvEB  J.  Hoffman,  Sigoumey,         ] 

VS  I 

CmcAOO.   Rocii   ISLAND   &   Pacific  t  ''<'««'•«  *«  ^'"^*"'  <'«'"«- 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  21,  1907. 

Closed  March  16,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa.  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3459—1907.  *    ^ 

Failure  to  Furnish  Oars.  ]  1 


G.  Beckman,  Hull, 

VB. 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Faxtl 
Railway  Company. 


Complaint  filed  February  22,  1907. 

This  was  complaint  for  failure  to  get  cars  for  shipment  of  live  stock. 
The  matter  was  taken  up  at  once  with  the  railway  company  and  every- 
thing possible  was  done  by  the  Commission  to  get  cars. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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Np.  3460—1907. 

J.  A.  Mbtcalte,  Sac  City,  1 

vs.  I 

Chicago  ft  Nobth-Westeen  Railway  (  ^^®*^  Service, 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  23,   1907. 

Complaint  was  made  by  the  Board  as  follows: 

The  past  three  months  the  North- Western  Railroad  train  that  brings  the 
United  States  mail  in  has  been  from  one  to  three  hours  late,  in  Sac  City;  this 
train  is  the  9  a.m.  train  that  comes  up  from  Carroll. 

I  understand  the  cause  of  it  is  that  they  have  an  old  engine  that  they  can't 
get  up  steam  If  it  is  below  zero. 

Can't  you  do  something  for  us.     We  can't  get  out  mail  half  the  time  until 
noon. 

The  case  was  presented  to  the  railway  company  and  on  March  19th 
Mr.  R.  H.  Aishton,  general  manager,  said: 

Referring  to  your  letter  of  February  25th.  The  delay  complained  of  is 
primarily  due  to  the  disarrangement  of  schedules  which  usually  occur  during 
the  winter  months,  which  coupled  with  the  fact  that  our  fuel  supply  was  not 
what  we  would  like  to  have  it 

Since  your  letter  was  received,  however,  the  conditions  have  materially  im- 
proved in  both  respects  and  schedule  of  train  handling  mail  into  Sac  City 
a  great  deal  more  evenly  maintained,  special  instructions  to  that  effect  having 
been  issued. 

All  of  our  people  understand  that  they  must  be  on  the  alert  to  get  this  train 
through  Sac  City  on  time. 

Copy  of  the  foregoing  was  furnished  the  complainant  and  the  case 
was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3461—1907. 

V.  C.  Hemenway,  Spirit  Lake, 

vs. 
Chicago,   Rock    Island   ft    Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


"  Delay  in  Transit. 


Complaint  filed  February  25,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  car  of  hard  coal  from  Chicago  had  been 
delayed  in  transit  since  February  14th.  The  Commissioners  were  advised 
that  the  ear  reached  its  destination  on  February  23d,  date  of  Mr.  Hemen- 
way's  letter. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  Peoember  2,  1907. 
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No.  3462—1907. 

C.  E.  BvEBWEiN,  PalmeFp 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   &    Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  February  26,  1907. 

Closed  March  8,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3463—1907. 

T.  B.  LuTZ,  Mapleton,  1 

vs.  I  Discrimination  in  the  Use  of  Stock 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  i         Yards. 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  26,  1907. 
Complaint  in  this  case  was  as  follows: 

The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  St.  Paul  Railroad  Company  maintain  and  operate 
a  small  stock-yards  and  switch  to  the  same  about  one  mile  west  of  this  place  on 
the  farm  of  Peter  Lamp. 

These  stock-yards  and  switch  have  been  used  by  the  farmers  and  the  public 
for  shipping  and  receiving  stock  at  this  place. 

As  the  yard  Is  on  the  land  of  said  Peter  Lamp,  he  is  discriminating  as  to 
what  farmers  shall  use  the  yards  for  shipping.  He  has  prevented  one  G.  A. 
Smith  from  shipping  from  this  point  but  permits  others  to  do  so. 

This,  we  think,  is  an  unjust  discrimination  and  call .  your  attention  to  the 
facts  so  the  matter  may  be  inquired  into  and  prevented  In  the  future. 

Attention  of  the  railway  company  was  called  to  this  complaint  and  on 
June'  4,  1907,  the  Board  received  the  following  letter  from  Mr.  W.  J. 
Underwood : 

Referring  to  your  letter  dated  February  26th  with  reference  to  the  complaint 
recently  filed  by  T.  B.  Lutz,  of  Mapleton,  regarding  alleged  discrimination  in  the 
use  of  the  stock-yards  located  about  one  mile  west  of  there: 

Our  Investigation  of  the  matter  discloses  the  following:  About  ten  or  twelve 
years  ago  Mr.  Peter  Lamp  who  owns  a  farm  one  mile  west  of  Mapleton  and  Is 
a  stock  feeder  and  shipper,  made  application  to  this  company  for  a  side  track 
for  unloading  and  loading  stock.  The  matter  was  taken  up  in  the  usual  way  and 
a  side  track  laid  on  our  right  of  way  and  a  four-pen  stock-yards  with  chute  and 
scale's  erected  by  this  company  on  land  owned  by  Mr.  Lamp. 

At  the  time  it  was  distinctly  understood  that  any  and  all  shippers  might 
load  stock  through  these  yards  so  long  as  the  facilities  remained  there.  It 
seems  that  last  fall  some  of  the  employed  of  Mr.  Bennett  when  loading  stock  went 
into  Mr.  Lamp's  orchard  and  took  some  apples.  They  had  some  words  In  regard 
to  this  after  which  Mr.  Lamp  refused  to  allow  Mr.  Bennett  to  use  the  yards. 

'Mr.  Bennett.  It  seems,  handles  the  range  and  stock  business  of  Mr.  Smith. 
The  complaint,  therefore.  Is  the  natural  outgrowth  of  a  personal  matter  between 
the  parties  interested.  Superintendent  Beardsley,  however,  has  just  been  on  the 
ground  with  Mr.  Lamp  and  Mr.  Bennett,  and  patched  up  matters  between  these 
two  gentlemen  so  that  loading  of  Mr.  Smith's  business  may  be  resumed  as  here- 
tofore and  we  do  not  anticipate  there  will  be  any  further  trouble. 

A  copy  of  this  was  sent  the  complainant  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
26 
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No.  3464—1907. 

C.  Parker,   Fredericksburg,  1 

Chicago  Great  Western   Railway  i  ^^^^  Crossing. 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  February  26.  1907. 

The  case  was  presented  to  the  railway  company  and  on  April  22d 
Mr.  M.  C.  Woodruff  writing  the  Commissioners  for  the  Chicago  Q-reat 
Western  Railway  Company,  said  that  the  entire  case  had  been  referred 
to  the  general  manager  with  the  expectation  that  he  would  direct  the 
crossing  to  be  made.  Later  the  Commissioners  noted  the  crossing  was 
provided  the  complainant  as  desired. 

De?  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No  3465—1907. 

H.  G.  King,  Mount  Union, 

Chicago,     Burlington     ft     Quincy 
Railroad  Company. 


•  Interstate  Rates. 


Complaint  filed  February  27,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  there  was  a  difference  in  rates  charged  on 
yellow  pine,  cypress,  red  cedar  posts,  etc.,  to  the  different  points  along 
the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  to  the  detriment  of  the  dealers  at 
Mount  Union.  While  the  conditions  complained  of  were  interstate  the 
Board  laid  the  complaint  before  the  officials  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft 
Quincy  Railroad  Company,  and  the  following  explanation  was  made  by 
Mr.  Geo.  H.  Crosby,  freight  traffic  manager  of  the  respondent  railway 
company: 

In  further  reply  to  your  letter  of  February  27th  regarding  complaint  from 
H.  G.  King  of  Mount  Union,  Iowa. 

Mr.  King  has  been  misinformed  as  to  the  cement  rate,  which  is  9  cents  per 
100  pounci^,  Hannibal,  Mo.,  to  New  London,  Iowa,  not  6  centa  That  is  to  say, 
the  rate  on  cement  from  Hannibal  to  New  London  is  1  cent  higher  than  to  Mount 
Union. 

The  rate  on  lumber  from  the  South  to  New  London  is  26  ^  cents  per  100 
pounds;  to  Mount  Union  28V^  cents.  The  Ottumwa  rate  fixes  our  New  London 
rate,  account  being:  an  intermediate  point.  We  would  not  reduce  the  rate  to 
Mount  Union  without  a  corresponding  reduction  at  Winfleld,  which  is  Mr. 
King's  principal  competition.  This  southern  lumber  comes  through  the  St.  Louis 
gateway.  The  distance  from  St  Louis  to  Mount  Union  is  242  miles,  as  against 
233  miles  to  New  London,  so  that  the  difference  does  not  seem  to  be  seriously 
out  of  line,  everything  considered,  especially  as  Mr.  King  is  on  a  parity  with 
Winfleld,  and  furthermore,  has  an  advantage  of  1  cent  per  100  pounds  in  the 
cement  rate. 

Mr.  King  was  furnished  a  copy  of  the  foregoing  letter. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3466—1907. 
FiLiA  Bros.,  Solon, 

'VB. 

Chicago,   Rock    Island   ft   PAOino 
Railway  Company. 


'  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  February  28,  1907. 

Closed  March  19,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa.  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3467—1907. 

M.  P.  MiLLEB,  Davenport,  1 

YB,  I  Train   Service  Des   Moines   to   Os- 

Chicago,     Burlington     ft  Quinct  [      ceoJa. 
Railroad  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  March  1,  1907. 

'  Mr.  M.  P.  Miller  complained  that  the  train  service  on  the  Des  Moines 
and  Omaha  Branch  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  was  Inadequate 
to  the  needs  of  the  public,  that  the  coaches  were  cold,  etc. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company 
and  it  was  found  that  at  the  time  concerning  which  complaint  was  made 
that  the  car  was  cold,  the  day  was  a  very  cold  one  and  the  stoves  seemed 
Inadequate  to  heat  the  entire  coach.  The  railway  company  stated  effort 
would  be  made  in  the  future  to  remedy  this  fault. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3468—1907. 

Farmers  Elevator  Company, 
.  Holland, 

VB. 

Chicago,    Rook    Island   ft   Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  March  1,  1907. 
Cars  were  furnished  and  case  closed. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa.  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3469 — 1907. 
Anderson  ft  Moen,  Estherville, 

VB. 

Chicago.    Rook    Island   ft    Paoifio 
Railway  Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  March  1,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  their  inability  to  obtain  cars  on  the  Dakota 
Division  of  the  Rock  Island.    Mr.  C.  J.  Wilson,  superintendent  of  that 
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diytoion,  replied  that  while  there  was  a  general  shortacie  he  belieTed  that 
divlBion  was  obtaining  their  proper  share  of  the  equipment  that  was 
available. 

The  Board  made  a  personal  investigation  of  the  matter  complained 
of  and  did  not  find  that  any  discrimination  was  being  practiced  against 
the  Dakota  division. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3470—1907. 

h,  ZuicocL,  Monroe,  ) 

Chicago.   RoS    Island  «   Paotic  \  '«"«'«  *"  ^"^^  <^«^«- 
Railway  Compart.  J 

Complaint  filed  March  2,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  on  March  2d  that  he  had  had  his  emigrant  mov- 
ables ready  for  shipment  to  South  Dakota  and  had  been  waiting  two  or 
three  weeks  to  get  a  car.  The  matter  was  taken  np  locally  with  Mr. 
Shackell,  commercial  agent,  who  advised  the  Board  on  March  5th  that 
the  car  had  been  furnished. 

Des  Moines.  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3471—1907. 

A.  B.  Maixiott,  Minbum, 

CHICAGO  «  No^-Wmtebh  Railway  [  ^«^"*'^  *"  *•••"•*•*  <'«"«- 

COMPAlfT.  J 

Complaint  filed  March  4,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  obtain  Chicago  ic  North- 
western cars  through  the  Minneapolis  St  Saint  Louis  for  shipment  of 
emigrant  movables  on  points  on  the  line  of  the  Chicago  St  North- 
western in  South  Dakota.  Mr.  R.  H.  Aishton  for  the  railway  company 
responded  that  they  were  so  short  of  equipment  on  their  own  line  they 
could  not  at  that  time  deliver  empties  to  the  Minneapolis  St  Saint  Louis. 

The  matter  was  subsequently  adjusted  and  the  goods  were  forwarded. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3472—1907. 
Frank  Conbot,  Conroy, 

VB. 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  St  Saint  Paxtt 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  Blarch  4,  1907. 


Failure  to  FumUh  Oars. 
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Complainant  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  get  car  for  shipment  of  hay 
although  he  had  been  trying  since  January  24th.  It  transpired  that  what 
Mr.  Conroy  desired  was  a  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  car  to  be  sent 
to  Streator,  Illinois,  and  the  respondent  railway  company  had  been  unable 
to  obtain  a  car  over  their  connection,  however,  the  matter  was  adjusted 
by  the  company  allowing  one  of  its  own  cars  to  go  with  the  shipment. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3473—1907. 

Robert  Ciabk,  New  Sharon, 

VB. 

Iowa   Central  Railway  Company. 


Claim  for  Overcharge, 


Complaint  filed  March  4,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  there  had  been  overcharge  on  shipment  of 
emigrant  movables  and  live  stock. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  and  investigated  and  it  was 
found  that  an  overcharge  had  been  made  which  was  refunded  by  the 
railway  company. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


>  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 


No.  3474—1907. 

BuBT  Fabmebs  Exchange  Company, 

Burt, 

vs. 
Chicago  St  North- Westebn  Railway 

Company. 

Complaint  filed  March  6,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  there  was  great  shortage  of  cars  at  the 
station  of  Burt  and  they  desired  the  Commissioners  to  take  immediate 
action.    The  daim  was  made  that  Burt  was  being  discriminated  against. 

From  statements  furnished  by  the  railway  company  of  the  number  of 
cars  furnished  it  appeared  that  there  was  no  discrimination  practiced 
although  there  was  no  doubt  about  there  being  a  shortage. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3475—1907. 

L.  A.  Surbeb,  Prairie  City, 
vs. 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  St  Paooio 
Railway  Company  and  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  Rail- 
way Company. 


1 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cart. 


Complaint  filed  March  5,  1907. 
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Complainant  stated  that  he  had  heen  unable  to  obtain  cars  for  ship- 
ment of  his  emigrant  movables  although  the  order  had  been  placed 
for  two  weeks.  The  matter  was  taken  up  at  once  with  the  railway  com- 
panies and  the  car  was  furnished  BCarch  6th.  . 

De3  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  347fr— 1907. 

J.  Hanson  et  al.,  Monroe, 
vs. 


^   Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Chicago,   Rock    Island   St   Pacific  { 
Railway  Company.  ) 

Complaint  filed  March  6,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  by  Mr.  Hanson  for  himself  and  others  located 
on  the  Dow  City  Branch  of  the  Rock  Island  that  they  were  unable  to 
obtain  cars  for  shipment  of  grain,  etc.  In  response  to  this  complaint  the 
company  sent  a  complete  statement  of  the  cars  furnished  on  the  branch 
from  January  Ist  to  March  20th,  inclusive,  which  would  indicate  that  the 
branch  was  not  being  discriminated  against. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3477—1907. 

The  Hog  Saves  Compant, 
Cedar  Rapids. 


(  In   Reference  to   Classification   on 
)        Poultry  Roosts  and  Mite  Traps, 


Complaint  filed  March  7,  1907. 

Complainants  desired  third  rate  on  their  product  which  upon  examina- 
tion of  amendments  was  found  had  already  been  granted  by  Amend- 
ment 3  to  Iowa  Classification  No.  13  effective  October  1,  1906. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3478—1^07. 

C.  O.  Davis,  Keota, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   ft    Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars  at  Harper. 


Complaint  filed  March  7,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  respondent  railway  company  had  failed  to 
furnish  four  cars  ordered  at  Harper,  Iowa,  although  the  order  had  been 
in  fifteen  or  twenty  days.  It  transpired  that  the  cars  were  desired  for 
points  off  the  line  of  the  railway  company,  but  while  the  respondent  com- 
pany assured  the  Board  that  they  would  do  everything  possible  to  get 
the  cars  for  Mr.  Davis,  during  the  prevailing  scarcity  they  could  not 
allow  their  cars  to  leave  their  lines. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3479—1907. 

James  Fenjjov,  Dee  Moines, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   A   Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


OvercTiarge — Interstate. 


Complaint  filed  March  11,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  by  Mr.  Fenlon  of  overcharge  on  car  of  coal  from 
Empire,  Kentucky,  to  Dexter,  Iowa.  He  figured  his  overcharge  on  the 
basis  of  the  L.  ft  N.  rate  from  Empire  to  St.  Liouis,  Wabash  rate  from 
St.  Louis  to  Des  Moines  and  Chicago,  Rock  Island  St  Pacific  rate  from 
Des  Moines  to  Dexter. 

Correspondence  developed  that  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 
Railway  had  charged  its  proportion  on  a  through  haul  rather  than  the 
local  rate  Des  Moines  to  Dexter.  The  following  letter  from  A.  W.  Eber> 
hart,  division  freight  agent,  of  the  Rock  Island,  will  explain  the  situation. 
This  being  an  Interstate  matter  the  Board  assumed  no  jurisdiction  and 
the  case  was  closed.  Before  closing  the  case,  however,  the  Board  called 
the  attention  of  the  railway  company  to  the  ruling  made  by  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  on  November  16,  1906,  Tariff  Circular  6 — 4: 

"It  is  believed  to  be  proper  for  the  Commission  to  say  that  if  called 
upon  to  formally  pass  upon  a  case  of  this  nature  it  would  be  Its  policy 
to  consider  the  through  rate,  which  is  higher  than  the  sum  of  the  locals 
between  the  same  points,  as  prima  facie  unreasonable,  and  that  the 
burden  of  proof  would  be  upon  the  carrier  to  defend  such  higher  through 
rate." 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3480—1907. 

R.  C.  BiBCHAED,  Kellogg, 

Chicago,    R(^    Island   ft    Pacific  [  ^^^^^  PKitfarm. 
Railway  Company.  j 


Complaint  filed  March  11,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  the  bad  condition  of  the  depot  platform  at 
Kellogg.  The  railway  company  in  answering  this  complaint  stated  that, 
as  soon  as  spring  permitted,  a  permanent  platform  would  be  placed  at 
this  station. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3481—1907. 

D.  J.  Foster,  Ringstead,  ] 

CHICAGO  «  N^-WE8TO»«  Railway  f  ^'^''"^  *"  ^"^^^  '^'"'•- 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  March  12,  1907. 
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Complainant  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  get  two  Great  Northern 
emigrant  cars  although  the  order  had  been  placed  aeveral  weeks  previous. 
The  railway  company  stated  that  they  were  unable  to  get  the  Great 
Northern  cars  and  unless  they  were  forthcoming  at  once  they  would 
permit  their  own  cars  to  take  care  of  the  business. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3482—1907. 

Farmers  Eucvator  Co.,  Aurelia, 

vs. 
Illinois    Central    Railroad    Com- 
pany. 


Elevator  Site. 


Complaint  filed  March  12,  1907. 

• 

Complainant  stated  that  February  9th  they  had  applied  for  elevator 

site  on  the  Illinois  Central  railroad  but  up  to  date  had  been  unable  to 

obtain  the  ground.    The  Commission  called  the  attention  of  the  railroad 

company  to  the  matter  and  on  March  29th  the  Board  was  advised  that 

the  company  had  concluded  to  grant  the  site  as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3483—1907. 

Mitchell  Implement  Company, 

Fort  Dodge, 
vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul 

Railway  Company. 


•  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint   filed   March    13.   1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  the  railway  company  demanded  four  cents 
additional  per  100  pounds  on  shipment  of  wagons  from  Lansing  pro- 
vided they  were  furnished  in  Illinois  Central  cars.  The  Board  advised 
them  that  there  was  nothing  to  warrant  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  & 
Saint  Paul  Railway  in  making  such  a  charge  and  the  complaint  was 
laid  before  the  officials  of  the  railway  company  for  answer. 

Mr.  W.  J.  Underwood,  general  manager,  in  replying,  stated: 

Replying  to  your  letter  of  the  21st  ult,  relative  to  complaint  of  the  Mitchell 
Implement  Company  and  I.  O.  Rudd  &  Company  of  Lansing  in  reerard  to  furnish- 
ing car  for  shipment  of  trucks  and  which  also  has  reference  to  an  increased 
freight  rate. 

On  March  12th  Rudd  &  Company  ordered  a  car  to  be  loaded  for  Fort  Dodge 
but  failed  to  give  the  routing.  The  order  was  placed  with  the  Chicago  Great 
Western  Company  for  one  of  their  cars,  as  we  assumed  the  shipment  would  move 
via  Dubuque,  in  which  case  It  would  be  quite  proper  of  the  Great  Western  Com- 
pany to  furnish  the  car  as  it  would  secure  the  longest  haul. 

When  our  local  officers  at  Dubuque  learned  that  there  was  a  difference  In 
the  freight  rate  and  that  the  car  should  be  routed  via  Mason  City,  our  agent  at 
Lansing  was  immediately  instructed  to  furnish  one  of  our  furniture  cars  and  it 
was  furnished  the  following  day ;  namely,  March  13th. 

I  trust  this  will  satisfactorily  dispose  of  the  complaint. 
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Copy  of  the  answer  was  furnished  the  Mitchell  Implement  Company, 
the  Board  writing  them  as  follows: 

"Replying  to  yours  of  April  6th,  there  is  nothing  at  present  in  the 
Iowa  law  permitting  the  long  line  to  meet  the  short  line  rate  between 
points  in  this  state,  if  by  so  doing  they  should  make  a  mileage  rate 
different  from  the  charges  on  other  portions  of  the  line.  A  year  ago  the 
legislature  passed  a  law  permitting  this  to  be  done,  but  owing  to  some 
defect  in  it,  the  Governor  vetoed  it" 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3484—1907. 

Fabmebs  CoOfebative  Company, 
Armstrong, 

vs. 
Chicago,   Rook    Island   ft   Paoifio 
Rajlwat  Company. 


>  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 


Complaint  filed  March  13,  1907. 

Case  closed  March  21,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa»  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3485—1907. 

BSooNOMY  Farm  Riboobd  Company, 
Newton, 

vs. 

Illinois    Central    Railboao    Com- 
pany. 


Storage  Charges, 


Complaint  filed  March  14,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  there  were  excessive  storage  charges  on 
shipment  of  books  that  they  declined  to  pay  and  the  company  desired 
the  Board  to  take  the  matter  up  and  get  the  shipment  released. 

The  Board  laid  the  case  before  the  railroad  company  and  later  the 
Commissioners  were  advised  that  the  storage  charges  had  been  cancelled. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3486—1907. 

S.  C.  Allen,  Laurens,  1 

vs 
CmcAOO,  MiLwluKEK  ft  Sahw  Patji,  [  ^'^"♦♦•<'  *"  ^«"»<«*  <'«••• 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  was  filed  March  14,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  obtain  cars  for  shipment 
of  potatoes  that  were  apt  to  spoil  unless  cars  were  furnished  immediately. 
The  Commissioners  took  the  matter  up  by  telegraph  and  on  March  20th 
Mr.  Allen  advised  the  Board  that  cars  had  been  furnished. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3487—1907. 

CiTIZENB  or  LOTHBOP  1 

Chicago,   Rocii    Island   «   Pacific  [  «'«<«««'•'»•<»  »/  Station. 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  March  19,  1907. 

The  citizens  of  Lothrop  and  vicinity  petitioned  the  railway  on  March 
4,  1906,  that  they  build  and  equip  a  suitable  building  as  depot  for  the 
citizens  of  Lothrop  "as  per  agreement  between  your  company  and  citizens 
of  surrounding  country  at  the  time  when  you  secured  right  of  way." 

Later  the  matter  was  presented  to  the  Board  of  Railroad  CommiB- 
sioners  and  the  case  was  talcen  up  with  the  railroad  company.  Mr. 
Carroll  Wright,  attorney  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  answering  the  complaint,  said: 

ReferrinsT  to  the  complaint  of  certain  parties  living  near  the  town  of  Lothrop. 

I  write  now  to  ask  that  you  request  these  parties  to  state  the  nature  of  the 
agreement  which  they  claim  exists  between  this  company  and  the  citizens  of  the 
surrounding:  country  In  reference  to  the  maintenance  of  a  station  at  that  point 
The  complaint  states  that  this  agreement  was  secured  at  the  time  we  procured 
our  right  of  way. 

Up  to  this  time  I  have  been  unable  to  And  any  evidence  of  any  such  contract 
or  agreement,  and  I  wish  the  interested  parties  would  give  me  such  information 
to  enable  me  to  ascertain  the  facts. 

The  Commissioners  requested  the  parties  interested  to  supply  the 
information  desired  by  Mr.  Wright  but  it  was  not  forthcoming  and  the 
case  was  closed  without  prejudice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars  at  ChaU- 
worth. 


No.  3488—1907. 

Geo.    a.     Wells,    Secretary,    Iowa 

Grain   Pealers  Association,   Des 

Moines, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul 

Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  March^20,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  by  Mr.  Wells  in  behalf  of  grainshippers  at  Chats- 
worth,  Iowa,  who  claimed  that  they  were  not  being  furnished  their  right- 
ful share  of  cars.  The  Commissioners  took  the  matter  up  at  once  with 
the  railway  company  and  Superintendent  Beardsley  advised  the  Commis- 
sion that  he  had  instructed  the  train  dispatcher  to  do  everything  pos- 
sible to  furnish  cars  at  Chatsworth  at  the  earliest  date  possible. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3489—1907. 

Cedar  Rapids,  } 

Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 


W.  L.  DECiiOw,  Cedar  Rapids, 

vs. 
Iowa   Central  Railway   Company. 


Complaint  filed  March  20,  1907. 

Closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3490—1907. 


L.  A  H.  GoEPPiNGEB,  Boone,  1 

Chicago  &  Nobth-Webtebn  Railway  f  ^^^^  ***  Transit 
Company.  J 


Complaint  filed  March  22,  1907. 

The  CommlsBloners  took  this  case  up  at  once  with  the  railway  com- 
pany and  assurance  was  given  that  the  cause  for  complaint  would  be 
removed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No,  3491—1907. 

M.  P.  MnxER,  Davenport, 

vs. 
Illinois    ft    Iowa    Railway    Com- 
pany. 


Maintenance   of   Station   near    Le 
Claire, 


u 


Complaint  filed  March   26,   1907. 

The  complainant  desired  that  the  electric  railway  company  make  a 
stop"  station  one  mile  west  of  Le  Claire  at  regular  road  crossing. 

Replying  to  the  application  Mr.  P.  P.  Crafts,  general  manager,  stated: 

Mr.  Miller  Is  in  error  when  he  states  that  we  do  not  stop  at  other  than 
regular  town  stations,  as  there  are  a  number  of  stops  outside  of  the  towns.  Our 
stops  average  approximately  two  miles  apart,  but  In  the  particular  case  men- 
tioned our  stop  nearest  to  the  point  mentioned  by  Mr.  Miller  is  one  mile  east  of 
Le  Claire,  the  next  stop  approximately  1%  miles  west  at  a  station  named  Tile 
Works,  which  is  an  out  of  town  stop.  It  is  only  necessary  for  Mr.  Miller 
to  travel  one  mile  to  reach  the  nearest  station. 

The  Board  closed  the  case  without  prejudice. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3492—1907. 

D.  A.  Fenn  a  Company, 
Salem, 

VB. 

Chicago,     Bitblington     lb    Qttiitcy 
Railboad  Company. 


-  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars, 


Complaint  filed  March   26,   1907. 

Closed  April  13,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3493—1907. 

BUEBKENB        MaNUFAGTUBINO        COM-  1 


PANY,  Pella^  j.  p^ii^j.^  j^  Furnish  Oars. 

Wabash.  Railboad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  March  27,  1907. 
Closed  March  28,  1907. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 

No.  3494—1907: 

E.  B.  WooDBUFT,  KnoxvlUe,  ] 

CHicAOO.   Roci    iBLAm,  A   Pacific  \  Overcharge-InterHate. 
Railway  Company,  i 

Complaint  filed  March   28,  1907. 

Claim  was  filed  under  misapprehension  of  the  rates  actually  in  force 
and  no  overcharge  had  been  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa.  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3496—1907. 


G.  R.  Engelhabdt,  Saint  Olaf,  1 

I 

CmoAGO.  MiLwluKBB  ft  Saiot  Pato  \  V^'^^orade  Cattle  Pass. 
Railway  Company.  J 


Complaint  filed  March  30,  1907. 

Complainant  desired  that  he  be  furnished  an  undergrade  cattle  pass. 
It  was  found,  however,  that  this  was  impracticable  and  the  complainant 
accepted  a  regular  crossing  as  provided  by  the  Iowa  statute. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3496—1907. 


Wm.  Dana,  Dana,  1 

I 

VS  L 

Minneapolis  ft  Saint  Louis  Rail-  f  ^^^^  Crossing. 

BOAO    CJOMPANT.  J 


Complaint  filled  April  1,  1907. 

This  was  request  for  farm  crossing  which  was  granted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3497—1907. 

Chas.  Stabbett.  Newton,  and 
C.  L.  Trout,  Kellogg, 

vs.  \  Train  Service  at  Amhoy. 

Chicago,    Rock    Island   ft   Pacific  j 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  April  1,  1907. 

This  was  request  that  Amboy  be  made  a  fiag  station  on  the  line  of 
the  respondent  railway.  It  developed  that  there  was  no  business  at  the 
point  in  question  and  that  it  was  a  passing  track  merely  for  the  meeting 
and  passing  of  trains. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3498—1907. 

Chas.  Gbess  et  al.,  Fenton, 

vs. 
Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway 
Company. 


.  Failure  to  Furnish  Oars  for  House- 
hold Goods, 


Complaint  filed  April  1,  1907. 

Closed  April  2,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3499—1907. 

South  Muscatine  Lumber  Company, 

Muscatine, 
vs. 
Muscatine  North  ft   South   Rail-  { 

WAY  Company.  J 


SuHtching  Charges. 


Complaint  filed  April  2,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  by  Mr.  R.  C.  Schenck,  secretary  of  the  South 
Muscatine  Lumber  Company,  of  a  rate  of  $2.50  per  car  for  switching,  on 
the  Muscatine  North  ft  South  Railway,  that  Mr.  Howard  stated  that  they 
would  be  glad  t«  charge  a  less  rate  if  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners would  permit,  that  they  had  formerly  paid  $1.00  per  car,  etc. 
On  receipt  of  complaint  Mr.  Schenck  was  advised  that  there  must  be 
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some  mistake  as  the  Commissioners  had  made  no  such  ruling.  The 
attention  of  Mr.  Howard  of  the  Muscatine  North  &  South  Railway  Com- 
pany was  also  called  to  this  complaint  and  he  was  asked  to  state  why 
such  a  statement  had  been  made  to  the  complainants.  It  transpired 
that  there  was  a  mlsunderstnding  with  reference  to  this  switching  and 
on  July  3lBt  the  Commission  wrote  the  complainants  asking  whether  they 
cared  to  continue  the  case.  No  reply  has  been  received  and  the  case  la 
closed  without  prejudice. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3500—1907. 

Seefeldt  &  HoBSON,  Red  Oak,  ^ 

vs.  I  Demurrage  Charges, 

Wabash  Railroad  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  April  4,  1907. 

There  seemed  to  be  some  misunderstanding  with  reference  to  storage 
charges  and  the  case  was  canceled. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3501—1907. 

W.  N.  YoDERS  Ankeny,  1  (.^^pj^i^f    ^f    Failure    to    Rebuild 

CHICAGO    GREAi    WESOTIN     RAILWAY    \  ^n^'^^^.^f/^'^*^^^    ^^^''^^^    ^"^ 

Company.  J        ^^^*  ^^^^'^'y- 

Filed  April  6,  1907. 

Mr.  W.  N.  Yoders,  postofflce  Ankeny,  Iowa,  township  trusty,  called 
at  the  office  of  the  Board  and  stated  that  about  seven  miles  from  Des 
Moines  on  the  highway  from  said  city  to  Bondurant,  the  respondent 
railway  company  had  maintained  an  overhead  bridge  until  about  a  year 
and  a  half  ago  when  said  company  was  permitted  to  remove  said  bridge 
for  the  purpose  of  replacing  with  a  more  substantial  structure;  that  since 
that  time  permanent  piers  have  been  constructed  but  nothing  further 
has  been  done,  and  in  consequence  of  which  It  is  necessary  to  drive  ia 
a  very  dangerous  and  inconvenient  place  in  order  to  cross  the  railroad; 
that  from  fifty  to  one  hundred  teams  cross  the  railroad  at  this  point 
every  day  as  It  is  the  main  traveled  road  from  Des  Moines  to  Bondu- 
rant and  the  country  beyond;  that  not  long  ago  a  man  had  a  horse 
killed  by  slipping  and  falling  at  this  place;  that  teams  get  stuck  in 
muddy  weather  and  in  fact  the  crossing  is  almost  impassable  In  its 
present  condition;  that  the  company  has  repeatedly  promised  to  rebuild 
the  bridge  but  up  to  the  present  time  has  failed  to  do  so;  that  the  people 
using  the  road  are  complaining  bitterly  and  he  believes  that  something; 
should  be  done  at  once. 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS  415 

The  Board  took  this  matter  up  with  superintendent  of  the  Great 
Western,  Mr.  C.  L.  Nichols,  on  same  date  as  filed  and  Mr.  Nichols  stated 
that  the  material  was  ready;  that  orders  had  been  given  to  attend  to 
this  immediately  and  that  in  a  very  days  work  would  begin  upon  the 
new  structure. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.    3502—1907. 

Abion  Mill  Company,  Arion. 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  April  9,  1907. 


■  Industry  Track. 


Complainants  desired  industry  track  to  their  mill  connecting  with 
railway. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company. 

Considerable  correspondence  followed  and  on  Tuesday,  June  18,  1907, 
on  the  premises  the  Commissioners  met  the  parti^s  interested  and  an 
agreement  was  practically  reached  that  the  railway  company  would  con- 
struct a  spur  track  to  mill,  furnishing  all  materials.  The  mill  company 
to  do  all  the  grading,  pay  for  the  ties  and  the  cost  of  labor  in  laying 
track. 

With  this  understanding  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3503—1907. 

I.  M.  Johnson,  Maquoketa. 
vs. 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company,  and  Chicago 
&  North- Western  Railway  Com- 
pany. 


Failure  to  Fumiah  Cars  for  Hay 


Complaint  filed  April  9,  1907. 

Closed  April  18,  1907. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3504—1907. 

AuLTMAN  Engine  ft  Threshing  Com-  \  In  the  Matter  of  Hates  on  Engines 
PANY,  Cedar  Rapids.  j        Returned. 

Complaint  filed  April  11,  1907. 

Complainants  stated  that  they  were  having  difficulty  in  having  proper 
classification  applied  on  engines  returned.  On  July  10th  the  Commis- 
sioners wrote  this  company  sending  application  blanks  for  re-classifica- 
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tlon  on  itemB  Involved  to  which  no  response  was  made.  On  September 
18th  the  Board  again  addressed  the  complainants  and  upon  hearing  nothfng 
from  them  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3505—1907. 

Geo.  Wilde,  Dubuque,  1 

Illinois    Central    Raiuioad    Com-  i^  ^**  ***  Transit 

PANT.  J 

Complaint  filed  April  13,  1907. 

This  was  claim  for  loss  in  transit  of  one  barrel  of  preserved  fruit.  Th« 
Commissioners  laid  the  claim  before  the  railroad  company  and  on  April 
22d  the  attorney  for  Mr.  Wilde  advised  the  Commission  that  assurance 
had  been  given  by  the  railway  company  of  early  adjustment. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3506—1907. 

Central   Lumsbb   and   Coal    Com- 
pany, Dubuque, 
vs. 

Minneapolis  St  Saint  Louis  Rail- 
ROAD  Company. 


Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  April  15,  1907. 

Closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3507—1907. 

Citizens  op  Grand  Junction 

vs. 
Chicago  &  North-western  Railway 
Company. 


.  Oates  at  Crossing. 


Petition  filed  April  16,  1907. 
Petition  In  this  case  was  as  follows: 

To  the  Honorable  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

We,  the  undersigned  citizens  of  the  Incorporated  town  of  Grand  Junction, 
Iowa,  petition  your  honorable  body  to  use  all  means  within  your  power  to  have 
the  Chicago  &  North-Westem  Railway  Company  to  place  gates  upon  and 
across  what  is  known  as  16  th  street,  13  th  street  and  9  th  street,  crossing  said 
tracks,  for  the  safety  of  public  travel  and  citizens  of  Grand  Junction,  Iowa,  and 
vicinity,  that  this  petition  be  forwarded  with  your  request  that  said  gates  bo 
constructed  over  said  streets  by  the  Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  Company, 
at  once. 

W.  J.  Smittlb  and  Othirs. 
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On  the  same  date  the  mayor  and  councllmen  of  Grand  Junction  also 
petitioned  the  Board. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  at  once  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  com- 
pany and  on  August  3d  the  Commissioners  were  advised  that  the  neces- 
sary protection  at  these  crossings  had  been  arranged  for  proposed  in- 
stallation of  crossing  gates  at  the  9th,  13th  and  16th  street  crossings. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3508—1907. 

J.   G.   Wheem»,   Battle   Creek,  1 

vs.  (. 

Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway  i  Overcharge. 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  April  19,  1907. 

Claim  was  made  for  overcharge  on  shipment  of  mixed  car  of  hogs  and 
sheep  from  Battle  Creek  to  Sioux  City.  It  transpired  through  corre- 
spondence that  there  was  evidently  some  misunderstanding  as  the  rules 
provided  that  where  sheep  and  hogs  were  shipped  together  the  car  takes 
the  sheep  rates  with  the  hog  minimum.    The  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3509—1907. 

Graham  Paper  Company,    Saint 

Louis,  Mo., 

vs.  }>  Overcharge. 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  j 

Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  April  19,  1907. 

This  complaint  was  based  on  the  fact  that  the  interstate  rate  across 
the  State  of  Iowa  on  paper  is  less  than  the  rate  made  by  the  Boa*'d  on 
paper.  The  Commissioners  on  a  later  date  adjusted  the  Iowa  rate  to  meet 
the  interstate  competition. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3610—1907. 

Marshalltown   Buggy   Company, 

Marshall  town, 

vs.  [  Overcharge — Interstate. 

Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway  | 

Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  April  24,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  in  receiving  car  of  lumber  from  Scotts 
burg,  Indiana,  the  Chicago  ft  North- Western  charged  19  1-2  cents  while  on 
the  other  roads  the  rate  was  15  cents.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the 
Board  with  the  railway  company  and  refund  of  overcharge  was  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
27 
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No.   3511—1907. 

Felix  H.  Pick  worth,  Anamosa, 

vs. 
Chicago  A  North- Western  Railway 
Company. 

Complaint  filed  April  25,  1907. 


•  OvercJiarge — Interstate . 


Complaint  was  made  of  alleged  overcharge  on  shipment  of  chairs 
furnisbed  from  Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  to  Anamosa.  Tbc  Board  presented  the 
claim  to  the  railway  company  and  it  v  as  fci:nd  that  overcharge  had 
been  made  which  vas  refunded. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 

No.  3512—1907. 

Loonan  Lumber  Company,    Sioux     1 

Palls,  S.  D.,  .  ^^j^y  ^^  Shipment  of  Shingles. 

vs.  I 

Great  Northern  Railway  Company,  i 

Complaint  filed  April  25,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  shipment  of  shingles  had  been  on  the  way 
from  Cloverdale,  British  Columbia,  since  December  16,  1906. 

While  the  Commissioners  did  not  assume  Jurisdiction  in  the  case,  the 
claim  was  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Great  Northern  Railway  and  on 
April  30th  the  Commissioners  were  advised  that  the  car  had  reached 
its  destination. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3513—1907. 

B.  A.  Hardin,  Knoxville,  1 

vs 
CHICAGO,     BtiBLiNOTON     ft     QuiNCY  I  '""'"^  Crosr<ng. 
Railroad  Company.  1 

Complaint  filed  April  30,  1907. 

The  complainant  desired  an  open  crossing  on  his  farm  connecting  the 
two  farms  lying  on  either  side  of  the  railroad  tracks.  The  matter  was 
taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  satisfactory  ar- 
rangements were  made  between  the  land  owner  and  the  railway  company. 

Des  Moines.  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 

No.  3514—1907. 

C.  F.  Brueck.  Battle  Creek,  1 

vs 
Chicago.  Saint  Paix.  Minneapolis  (  ^■»"  "^  '''""^  ^'"«'*-"  <»  ^'■'"'■'" 
&  Omaha  Railway  Company.      I 

Complaint  filed  May  1,  1907. 

The  complainant  by  his  attorney,  W.  C.  Strock  of  Des  Moines,  stated 
that  in  a  shipment  of  cattle  from  St.  Paul  to  Battle  Creek,  Iowa,  wrong- 
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ful  routing  was  responsible  for  shrinkage,  making  a  total  damage  of 
$124.60.  While  the  case  was  one  over  which  this  Board  had  no  juris- 
diction, it  was  taken  up  with  the  railroad  company.  The  company 
stated  that  the  delay  to  the  shipment  was  unavoidable  "due  to  the  fact 
that  we  have  no  direct  connection  for  shipments  of  stock  from  Elmore, 
Minn.,  to  Jewell  Junction,  Iowa.  The  stock  was  handled  on  first  trains 
and  was  properly  cared  for  while  on  the  Northern  Iowa  Division/' 

With  this  explanation  the  case  was  closed. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3515—1907. 

Kelley  Canning  Company, 
Waverly, 

vs.  ^ 

iLiJNOis    Central    Railboad.  Com-  j 

PANY.  J 


Failure   to  Place   Car  on  Industry 
Track. 


Complaint  filed  May  6,  1907. 

The  complainants  stated  that  the  railroad  company  would  not  place 
cars  on  its  private  track  as  the  necessities  of  its  business  demand,  etc. 
The  Commissioners  took  the  case  up  with  the  railway  company  with  the 
result  that  on  June  1,  1907,  the  complainant  wrote  the  Board  that  the 
matter  had  been  adjusted  to  its  satisfaction. 

The  case  was  therefore  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3516—1907. 

V.  R.  Lane,  West  Liberty, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island    &    Pacific  i   r»^>*,^^^  .„  m^^^^u 

Railway  Company.  \  ^*^^«^^  '"^  Transit. 

Chicago,     Burlington     &     Quincy 

Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  filed  May  8,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  an  automobile  had  been  damaged  in  transit. 
While  this  was  not  a  case  over  which  the  Board  could  exercise  jurisdiction, 
the  claim  was  taken  up  with  the  railroad  companies  and  adjusted  to 
the  satisfaction  of  complainant. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3517—1907. 

Farmers'   Elevator  Company, 

Badger, 

vs.  \  Shortage  of  Cars. 

Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis   Railt 

ROAD  Company. 

Complaint  filed  May   8,   1907. 

Complainants  stated  that  they  were  unable  to  get  sufficient  number 
of  cars  for  their  shipments  of  grain  to  their  great  inconvenience  and 
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damage.    The  case  was  taken  up  with  the  railroad  company  and  adjust- 
ment was  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3518—1907. 

J.  E.  Bales  &  Son,  Stockport,  1 

^  rJ^'  a     ^  >•  Overcharge  and  Loss  in  Transit. 

Chicago,     Burlington     A     Quinct  i  ^ 

Railroad  CJompany.  J. 

Complaint  filed  May  8,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  respondent  railway  company  would  not 
return  stock  free  from  a  fair  because  there  had  elapsed  more  than  ten 
days  from  the  original  date  of  shipment.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by 
the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  it  was  found  that  the  published 
tariffs  of  the  company  provide  that  property  to  be  returned  free  from  a 
fair  must  be  returned  within  ten  days  after  the  close  of  the  fair.  T^e 
complainant  was  advised  of  the  published  tariffs  and  the  case  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3519—1907. 

Albert  C.  Meitzen  et  al.,  Avoca,      1 
vs  ' 

Chicago.    Rock    Island    &    Pacific  [  '^^^^^  Service. 
Railway  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  May  10,  1907. 

Petition  in  this  case  was  filed  by  Mr.  Fremont  Benjamin,  attorney  of 
Council  Bluffs.  Iowa,  requesting  that  certain  trains  stop  at  Avoca  that 
were  not  at  that  time  scheduled  to  stop  there.  The  matter  was  taken  up 
with  the  railway  company  and  the  company  agreed  to  make  stops  as 
requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3520—1907. 

E.   H.   Campbell,   Battle  Creek,         1 

V8 

Chicago  &  North-western  Railway  [  Overcharge. 
Company.  ) 

Complaint  filed  May  14,  1907. 

Complainant  in  this  case  stated  that  a  shipper  from  the  town  of 
Battle  Creek  believed  that  he  had  been  overcharged  by  the  railway  com- 
pany on  a  mixed  car  of  oats  and  barley.  The  matter  was  taken  up  and 
investigated  and  it  was  found  that  no  overcharge  had  been  made. 

Des  Moines.  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3521—1907. 

Wm.    CHAI9DLEB   ET   AL.,    Princetoxi, 

VB.  }  Location  of  Wapsie  Station, 

Iowa  A  Ii^inois  Railway  Company. 

Ccmplaint  filed  May  14,  1907. 


::} 


Petitioners  stated  that  the  present  location  of  Wapsie  station  was 
inconvenfent  and  that  it  should  be  moved  to  a  point  designated  in  the 
petition  in  order  to  better  accommodate  the  public. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and 
a  member  of  the  Commission  visited  the  place  in  question.  The  station 
was  moved  in  accordance  with  the  request  of  petitioners  and  the  case 
closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3522—1907. 

H.  H.  Hayne,  Marshalltown, 

vs. 
Chicago   Great   Western    Railway 
Company.  i 

Complaint  filed  May  14,  1907. 


•  Right  of  Way  Fence. 


This  was  complaint  that  the  company  had  not  properly  maintained 
right  of  way  fence.  The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  company 
and  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3523—1907. 

Kreutzer  &  Wasbm,  Marshalltown,  ^ 

vs.  V  Delay  in  Transit. 

Iowa    Central   Railway   Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  May  18,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  regarding  delay  in  shipment  of  car  of  shingles. 
The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  company  and  satisfactory  ex- 
planation for  delay  was  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3524—1907. 

John  E.  Davis,  Clarinda,  ] 

^  „  «     ^  ^  Public  Use  of  Private  Stock  Yards 

Chicago,     Burlington     ft     Quincy  i  '^***'"^  ^^'^  ^^  ^f*u%»^^  «  w     z«  »*« 

Railroad  Company.  1 

Complaint  filed  May  21,  1907. 

The  complaint  in  this  case  was  as  follows: 

On  the  line  of  the  Keokuk  &  Western  Railroad  (formerly  the  Humeston  ft 
Shenandoah  Railroad),  a  part  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Quincy  system  at 
that  point  about  two  miles  east  of  Norwich,  and  at  a  point  near  the  northwest 


422  THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 

comer  of  sectloh  9-68-38,  there  is  a  stock  pen  ajid  switch  maintained  by  said 
road.  Most  of  this  section  is  owned  by  one  S.  S.  Lingo,  but  the  stock  pen  is  on 
the  right  of  way  of  the  railroad  company  and  could  be  so  constructed  that  It 
could  be  used  by  the  public  without  entering  upon  the  land  of  Lingo.  The 
stock  pen  has  been  used  by  the  public,  by  shippers  and  all  persons  except  those 
who  have  in  some  way  incurred  the  dislike  of  S.  S.  Lingo. 

Now  I  have  a  client,  one  John  E.  Davis,  and  Lingo  will  not  allow  him  to  load 
his  stock  there,  nor  will  he  allow  shippers  to  ship  stock  bought  from  my  client 
from  said  pen.  Now  it  seems  to  me  that  this  Is  a  discrimination  that  no  road 
should  be  allowed  to  make  and  one  that  should  come  under  your  Jurisdiction. 
I  know  that  the  road  claims  that  the  stock  pen  is  private  property  of  S.  S. 
Lingo  but  we  are  prepared  to  prove  that  others  use  it  and  that  the  road  keeps 
up  the  pen.    Please  look  the  matter  up  and  let  us  hear  from  you. 

Piled  by  Orr  &  Turner,  attorneys.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by 
the  Board  with  the  railroad  company  and  after  considerable  correspond- 
ence had  been  had,  arrangements  were  made  for  shipping  stock,  satisfac- 
tory to  all  concerned. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3525—1907. 

E.  F.  Hensel,  Wall  Lake, 

VB 

Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway  f  ^^^^  Crossing. 

COMPAKY.  J 

Complaint  filed  May  21,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  had  no  farm  crossing  connecting  his 
meadow  with  the  rest  of  his  land.'  The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the 
railroad  company  and  the  crossing  was  furnished. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3526—1907. 

L.  S.  Helphbey,  Newton,  ^ 

CHICAGO.     RO^K     ISLAND     ft     PACIFIO  I  K^"*  <"  ^"^  ^"^^ 

Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  May  23,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  had  been  trying  unsuccessfully  for  some 
time  to  get  the  railway  company  to  repair  right  of  way  fence.  Upon 
the  attention  of  the  railway  company  being  called  to  the  complaint, 
proper  repairs  were  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3527—1907, 

Frank  B.  Spence,  Ames,  ^ 

vs.  y  Express  Rates. 

American  Bxpre^sb  Company,     j 

Complaint  filed  May  23,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  on  the  charges  on  a  five  gallon  ice  cream  packer 
from  Marshalltown  to  Ames  compared  to  the  charge  made  from  other 


BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS  42:H 

points  the  same  distance.     The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  express 
company  and  the  matter  adjusted  to  the  satisfaction  of  complainant. 

Des  MoineSi  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3528—1907. 

C.  J.  Ives,  Fort  Dodge, 

vs. 
Chicago,   Rock    Island    &    Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


Overcharge, 


Complaint  filed  May  27,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  there  had  been  overcharge  on  shipment  of 
household  good  from  Muscatine  to  Fort  Dodge.  The  matter  was  investi- 
gated by  the  Board  and  as  there  seemed  to  be  an  overcharge  the  railway 
company  was  asked  to  make  refund,  which  on  July  5,  1907,  complainant 
acknowledged  they  had  done. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3529—1907. 

Des  Moines  Casket  Company,    1 

Des  Moinefl,  ^  inequalities  in  Express  Rates, 

VB.  I 

Adams  Express  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  May  28,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  there  were  some  irregularities  in  ratei^  on 
their  products  from  Des  Moines  and  asked  that  adjustments  be  made. 
The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  express  company  and  on  July  12,  1907, 
the  complainant  stated  that  they  were  satisfied  with  the  results  of  the 
Board's  action  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3530—1907. 

P.   P.  Cole,  Charles  City,  1 

VB.  'j.  Inquiry   with   Reference   to    Cattle 

Illinois    Central    Railroad    Com-  i        Pass. 

PANY.  i 

Inquiry  filed  May  29,  1907. 

This  was  an  inquiry  with  reference  to  the  right  of  the  land  owner  to 
require  a  cattle  pass.  Answer  was  made  quoting  the  statutes  and  the 
decision  of  the  courts  and  the  rights  of  the  Board  thereunder. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3531—1907. 

Orel  Jones,  Township  Clerk,  Love- 
land,  Iowa, 

vs.  ^  Dangerous  Hightoay  Crossing. 

Illinois    Central    Railroad    Com- 
pany. 

Complaint  filed  June  6,  1907. 

Petition  in  this  case  was  as  follows: 

The  underslfi^ied  residents  of  Harrison  and  Pottawattamie  counties  state 
that  we  are  users  of  the  certain  public  highway  near  Loveland,  Iowa,  Pottawatta- 
mie county,  center  section  3-44-77,  In  which  the  Illinois  Central  Railway  Company 
proposes  to  erect  a  masonry  arch,  and  that  the  proposed  construction  upon  said 
hig^hway  would  endanger  the  lives  and  property  of  persons  using  said  highway, 
and  we  most  earnestly  protest  against  said  proposed  construction  and  ask  your 
honorable  body  to  investigate  and  compel  said  company  to  make  said  proposed 
construction  such  that  the  rights  of  the  public  will  be  protected. 

The  Board  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railway  company  and  final 
answer  to  this  complaint  was  made  by  Mr.  J.  T.  Harahan,  president: 

I  beg  to  advise  that  plans  for  the  proposed  structure  were  submitted  to  the 
highway  commissioners  and  approved  by  them,  but  when  the  work  was  started 
the  grand  Jury  of  Pottawattamie  county,  Iowa,  indicted  this  company  upon 
complaint  of  some  residents  In  that  territory.  The  matter  was  handled  by  our 
district  attorney  at  Fort  Dodge  and  was  adjusted  by  our  agreeing  to  make  the 
arch  two  feet  wider  than  at  first  proposed.  The  original  plans  proposed  a  sixteen- 
foot  arch,  and  the  revised  plans  provided  for  an  eighteen-foot  arch. 

Complainants  were  informed  and  the  case  closed. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa.  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3532—1907. 

Thos.  J.  Martin,  Westfield,  1 

vs 
Chicago.  Milwaukee  A  Saint  Paul  \  ^^^^^'^^  ^**^- 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  June  7,  1907. 

• 

Complainant  stated  that  he  had  asked  several  times  for  a  site  for  an 
elevator  and  the  railway  company  had  not  answered.  Later  the  Com- 
missioners were  advised  by  the  railway  company  that  they  would  grant 
a  site  provided  the  complainant  would  build  an  elevator  of  the  proper 
capacity  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


Wo.  3533—1907. 

Geoboe  E.  Wagneb,  Faulkner,  ^ 

vs.  y  Abandonment  of  Station. 

lowA   Central  Railway   Company*  J 

Complaint  filed  June  10,  1907. 

Complainant  wrote  the  Board  that  the  railway  company  had  threat- 
ened to  abandon  the  station  of  Faulkner.    The  matter  was  taken  up  with 
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the  railway  company  and  Mr.  L.  F.  Day,  vice  president,  said  that  It  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  railway  company  to  abandon  the  station.  The 
complainant  was  so  advised  and  the  case  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa/ December  2,  1907. 


No.  3534—1907. 
Citizens  of  Dedham 

VS  I 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  Saint  Paul  ^  ^*"**"  Service. 
Railway  Company. 

Petition  filed  June  11,  1907. 

This  was  petition  that  trains  numbers  11  and  6  stop  at  that  place  on 
signal.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company, 
and  arrangements  were  made  to  have  traiils  stop  as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3535—1907. 

M.  T.  McBvoY,  Emmetsburg, 

Minneapolis*  &  Saint  Louis  Raii.  ^  ^^''  *"  ^'^«^"- 
ROAD  Company. 

Complaint  filed  June  13,  1907. 

The  complainant  stated  that  an  Incubator  had  been  lost  in  transit 
and  desired  that  it  be  located.  The  Board  took  the  matter  up  with  the 
railway  company  and  on  August  8,  1907,  Mr.  L.  G.  Scott,  auditor,  advised 
the  Board  that  the  Incubator  had  been  received  by  the  consignee. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3536—1907. 

Farmers'  Elevator  Company, 

Wlghtman, 
vs. 
Chigaoo  Great  Western   Railway 

Company. 


•  Failure  to  Furnish  Oars. 


Complaint  filed   June   13,   1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  they  could  not  get  sufficient  cars  to  ship 
grain.  The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  company  with  the 
result  that  the  cars  were  furnished  as  desired. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3537—1907. 


Riley  A.  Talcott,  Arion,  ] 

Chicago,  M^watjkkk  ft  Saint  Paul  \  Shortage  of  Oars, 
Railway  CJompany.  J 


Complaint  filed  June  13,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  obtain  cars  for  the  shipment 
of  sand  and  gravel.  The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  company 
And  cars  were  furnished  as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3538—1907. 

Faemebs'  Elevator  Company, 

Akron, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul 

Railway  Company. 


■  Elevator  Site. 


Application  filed  June  15,  1907. 

This  was  an  application  of  the  Farmers  Qrain  Company  for  site  for 
elevator.  The  Commlsisoners  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railway  com- 
pany at  once  and  on  June  18th,  the  Board  met  the  parties  interested 
at  Akron,  where  it  was  agreed  that  the  site  would  be  granted  for  elevator 
provided  the  Farmers'  Elevator  Company  could  not,  for  a  reasonable  price,, 
buy  the  Hunting  warehouse. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3539—1907. 

C.  L.  Brill,  Emerson,  1 

vs  I 

Chicago,     Burlington  ft     Quincy  f  ^^^*''  Service. 
Railroad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  June  25,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  railway  company  did  not  give  the  town 
of  Emerson  proper  train  service.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board 
with  the  railway  company  and  it  was  seen  that  the  town  was  given  good 
local  train  service  and  that  what  they  desired  was  that  some  of  the  fast 
through  trains  be  required  to  stop.  It  appeared  to  the  Board  that  the  town 
was  given  good  train  service  on  the  present  schedule  and  the  case  was. 
closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3540—1907. 

George  W.  Healey  &  Son,  Dubuque,  1 

vs.  !  Refusal  to  Bill  Freight  to  Massey 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  i         Station, 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  June  28,  1907. 

The  complainants  wrote  the  Board  as  follows : 

The  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company  refuse  to  accept 
freight  for  shipment  to  Massey,  Iowa,  a  station  on  their  line  about  six  miles  below 
Dubuque.    Is  there  any  way  we  can  get  them  to  make  this  stop? 

The  Board  investigated  the  matter  and  found  there  was  no  regular 
station  at  Massey  and  the  complainants  were  advised  that  the  railway 
company  is  not  bound  to  accept  freight  except  when  consigned  to  regular 
stations. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3541—1907. 

C.  T.  KisoB,  Oskaloosa, 

vs.  }•  Private  Crossing. 

Iowa   Central  Railway   Company. 

Complaint  filed  June  29,  1907. 


[  Prii 


Complaint  in  this  case  was  filed  by  Messrs.  Bolton  ft  Bolton,  attorneys, 
and  was  as  follows: 

C.  T.  Kisor  owns  land  in  the  northeast  quarter  of  section  1,  Prairie  township, 
Mahaska  county,  Iowa,  through  which  land  the  Iowa  Central  Railroad  runs. 
Kisor's  land  is  off  the  public  highway  at  that  point.  He  has  a  right  of  road 
way  through  Mrs.  Hitzman's  land  as  a  public  easement  or  road  way,  which  right 
of  way  or  road  way  is  of  record  and  has  been  for  a  number  of  years.  This  was 
his  line  of  egress  and  Ingress  to  his  lands.  At  one  time  Kisor  owned  this  HItzman 
land  and  he  reserved  this  right  of  way  when  he  sold  the  land  to  Mrs.  HItzman. 

The  Iowa  Central  Railroad  Company  has  raised  their  grade  over  this  public 
road  from  four  to  Ave  feet  making  it  absolutely  Impossible  for  him  to  cross 
even  on  horseback.  They  refuse  to  give  him  his  right  to  cross  the  land  and  we 
desire  your  Board  to  investigate  this  and  make  such  orders  as  will  protect  his 
rights  in  the  land. 

The  case  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and 
on  October  14th,  Mr.  L.  F.  Day,  vice  president,  replied  as  follows: 

Referring  to  your  letters  of  July  1st  and  31st,  regarding  a  complaint  made 
by  Mr.  C.  T.  Kisor  relative  to  the  alleged  blocking  of  a  roadway  in  Mahaska 
county,  Iowa,  near  the  North  Skunk  river. 

Our  engineer  has  just  been  able  to  interview  Mr.  Kisor  and  investigate  his 
complaint.  I  attach  a  copy  of  a  sketch  made  to  show  the  situation.  The  road 
which  Mr.  Kisor  claims  this  company  has  blocked,  approaches  the  public  road 
way  near  Its  intersection  with  this  company's  track,  but  does  not  cross  our  track. 
Our  grade  at  this  intersection  was  raised  in  1903.  and  the  public  roadway  graded 
up  accordingly.  We  heard  nothing  at  that  time  from  Mr.  Kisor,  nor  since,  until 
your  letter  of  July  1st,  and  we  cannot  learn  that  Mr.  Kisor  has  ever  used  this 
old  road  way,  as  he  has  another  road  leading  from  his  house  across  the  com- 
pany's right  of  way  and  track. 

Mr.  Kisor  informed  our  engineer  that  he  desired  this  company  to  provide 
him  a  connection  with  the  public  road  way,   the  connection  to  cross  our  right 
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of  way  and  track  at  either  one  of  the  places  shown  in  red  ink  on  the  sketch. 
Of  course  we  do  not  care  to  endanger  public  safety  by  the  establishment  of 
innecessary  road  crossings,  and  furthermore,  we  do  not  understand  where  Mr. 
Klflor  has  any  claim  whatever  against  this  company,  as  the  question,  of  the  con- 
nection of  his  road  with  the  public  highway  is  one  in  which  we  have  no  concern, 
since  his  road  does  not  cross  our  property. 

Copy  of  this  letter  was  sent  to  Bolton  k  Bolton  at  once  and  inasmuch 
as  it  did  not  appear  to  the  Boara  tnat  it  had  any  jurisdiction  in  this  case 
it  was  Closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


Flagman  at  Crossing, 


No.   3542—1907. 

F.   C.   GiLMORE,  Mayor,   North  Mc- 
Gregor, 

vs. 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  A  Saint  Paul 
Railroad  Company. 

Complaint  filed  July  9,  1907. 

Complainant  in  this  case  stated  that  a  flagman  was  needed  at  the  Mill 
Crossing  in  the  town  of  North  McGregor-  on  account  of  the  amount  of 
switching  done  by  the  railway  company.  The  Board  examined  the  cross- 
ing in  question  and  upon  recommendation  the  company  issued  a  special 
bulletin  to  train  and  engine  men  instructing  them  to  use  every  care 
possible  to  avoid  likelihood  of  accidents  and  unnecessary  delay  to  teams 
or  foot  passengers.  The  complainant  was  notifled  of  this  action  of  the 
company  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3543—1907. 

I 

Saylob  Coal  Company,  Des  Moines,  1 

V8  ' 

New-ton  ft  Northwe8tkbn  Railboad  I  Sv^^f'^f'ing  Charge  at  Ames. 
Company.  J 

Complaint  flled  July  10,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  in  this  case  that  the  respondent  railway  company 
/ras  charging  regular  Iowa  Distance  Tarift  Rate  from  Ames  to  College  on 
freight  received  from  the  Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway,  while  com- 
plainant felt  a  switching  charge  only,  should  be  made.  The  Board  had 
some  correspondence  on  this  matter  and  on  July  31st  wrote  the  complain- 
ant as  follows: 

Referring  to  your  complaint  to  this  Board  of  July  9tli  I  beg  to  advise  that 
the  Commission  has  announced  Its  decision  in  a  case  similar  to  yours,  brought 
by  the  Boone  Brick,  Tile  &  Paving  Company,  in  which  they  held  that  the  services 
performed  by  the  Newton  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  from  Ames  to  the 
station  of  Campus  on  the  college  grounds  is  a  haul  and  not  a  switch,  and  the 
company  is  therefore  entitled  to  charge  the  mileage  rate.  Your  complaint  la 
therefore  closed  on  the  records  of  the  Board. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3544—1907. 

Frank  Deklotz,  Kirkman, 

CHICAGO   Great  Western    Railway  ^  ^''^*^  Service. 
Company. 

Complaint  filed  July  10,  1907. 

The  complainant  desired  that  the  fast  mail  train  be  required  to  stop* 
on  signal  at  Kirkman.  The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the 
railway  company  and  Kirkman  was  made  a  fiag  stop  by  the  train  aa 
requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3545—1907. 

Chicago,    Rock    I  bland    ft    Pacific  1 


Railway  Company. 

vs.  I 

A.  A.  Gordon,  Emmet  County,  Iowa.  J 


>  Condemnation. 


Petition  filed  July  11,  1907. 

Notice  for  hearing  in  this  case  was  given  for  the  19th  of  July.  The 
Board  did  not  grant  certificate  in  this  case,  however,  as  parties  made 
settlement. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3546—1907. 

Beatrice   Creamery   Company,   Des  1 

CHKAGo!''  BUBLINOTON     ft     QuiNCY  1  »«'«!'  *»  TvanHt-Cream. 
Railroad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  July  11,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  railroad  company  was  not  properly 
handling  cream  shipments  from  stations  on  the  Grant  City  branch  destined 
to  Des  Moines.  The  Board  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railroad  com- 
pany and  arrangements  were  made  to  handle  cream  shipments  in  accord- 
ance with  the  desires  of  the  complainant. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3547—1907. 

James  Fenlon,  Des  Moines,  1 

CHICAGO.     R^K     ISLAND     ft     p^ciFIC  f  0''«''<"'«'-«'«-^"**"'»*'"«- 

Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  July  12,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  in  this  case  of  alleged  overcharge  in  the  ship- 
ment of  coal  from  New  Empire,  Kentucky,  to  Barlham,  Iowa.    The  Board 
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did  not  claim  jurisdiction  in  the  case  but  presented  the  claim  to  the  rail- 
way company  who  declined  to  pay  it  on  the  ground  that  no  overcharge 
had  been  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa.  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3548—1907. 


Guy  R.  Campbell,  Emmetsburg.        1 

Chicago.  Milwaukee  ft  Saint  Paul  ^  Overcnarge-Pastenger  Fare. 
Railway  Company.  J 


Complaint  filed  July  13,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  had  overpaid  on  passenger  fare  from  Ma- 
nilla to  Emmetsburg,  and  desired  that  refund  be  made  him  by  the  railway 
company.    The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  and  refund  was  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3549—1907. 

W.  H.  Ranson,  Van  Wert,  1 

vs  i 

CHICAGO,     BuBLiNGTON     &     QuiNCY  |  Crossing— Alley. 

Railboad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  July  13,  1907. 

Complainant  desired  that  the  railroad  company  be  compelled  to  furnish 
a  crossing  at  a  certain  alley  in  the  town  of  Van  Wert.  Before  taking  the 
case  up  with  the  railroad  company  the  Board  asked  for  further  informa- 
tion from  Mr.  Ranson,  and  as  the  information  was  not  furnished  the  case 
was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3550—1907. 

Chisholm  a  Evans  Company,  Keo- 
kuk, 

vs.  }  Fefu.^al  to  Receive  Cars. 

Chicago,   Rock    Island    &    Pacific  [ 
Railway  Company.  I 

Complaint  filed  July  18.  1907. 

This  complaint  resulted  from  some  misunderstanding  with  reference  to 
routing  of  shipment  and  was  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3551—1907. 

Henderson  Brothees,  Traer,  i 

Chicago  ft  Nobth-Westebn  Railway  i^  Overcharge, 
Company.  i 

Complaint  filed  July  18,  1907. 
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This  complaint  concerned  an  alleged  overcliarge  on  interstate  busi- 
ness. Though  the  Board  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  the  case  was 
presented  to  the  railway  company. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3552—1907. 

G.  W.  DouTHABT,  Hillsboro,  1 

CHICAGO,       BUBLINGTOR       ft       Q„,„cT   1   ^'«'^»'-'"'«  ^'"■'"   <^''''"*«''- 

Railroad  Company.  i 

Complaint  filed  July  18,  1907. 
Complaint  in  this  case  was  as  follows: 

I  have  a  matter  which  I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  and  that  is  a  private 
underground  crossing  on  my  farm.  We  granted  the  railway  company  the  right 
of  way  across  our  eighty  acres  of  land  on  three  conditions : 

1st.  We  were  to  have  an  over-crossing  In  the  middle  of  the  farm.  (This 
railroad,  the  Chicago,  Burlington  &  Qulncy  by  name,  divides  our  eighty  acres  in 
the  middle  and  leaves  forty  acres  on  each  side  of  the  track.) 

2d.  An  underground  crossing  at  the  east  side  under  a  bridge  which  is 
plenty  high  for  stock  to  pass  under. 

3d.  A  pass  over  the  road  for  one  year,  but  the  under-crossing  they  have  not 
put  in  and  I  can't  get  them  to  do  it  so  far.  It  would  be  a  great  convenience  to 
me  in  passing  my  stock  from  one  side  of  the  track  to  the  other. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railroad  company  and 
through  Mr.  W.  D.  Eaton,  attorney  for  Iowa,  said  company  on  July  23d 
replied  as  follows: 

I  have  looked  into  this  matter  and  we  are  unable  to  agree  with  Mr. 
Douthart's  claim  that  he  has  a  contract  for  an  under-crossing.  He  owns  land 
on  both  sides  of  the  railroad  and  is  entitled  to  a  grade  crossing.  He  has  such 
a  grade  crossing  now.  In  addition  to  this  he  wants  an  under-crossing  at  one 
of  our  bridges.  Although  we  are  under  no  obligations  to  give  this  to  him,  we 
would  be  willing  to  permit  him  to  use  the  ground  under  this  bridge  as  an  under- 
crossing,  with  the  understajidlng  that  when  we  conclude  to  add  to  the  safety 
of  the  railroad  by  either  filling  this  bridge,  In  whole  or  In  part,  or  In  some  other 
way  reduce  the  size  of  the  opening  so  that  It  Is  no  longer  available  as  an 
under-crossing,  that  we  shall  retain  the  right  to  do  so.  In  other  words,  we- 
are  willing  to  let  him  use  the  opening  as  an  under-crossing  with  the  under* 
standing  that  we  are  to  retain  control  of  what  shall  be  done  there  in  the- 
future.  I  think  the  probabilities  are  that  It  will  be  some  time  before  any 
change  will  be  made  in  our  bridge  at  this  place.  This  Is  the  best  that  we  can 
do  for  him. 

The  Commissioners  on  July  26th,  in  closing  this  case,  wrote  Mr. 
Douthart  as  follows: 

Replying  to  your  letter  of  July  24  th,  I  beg  to  refer  you  to  a  letter  from 
this  ofllce  of  July  18th  where  It  was  stated  that  the  proper  course  for  you  to 
pursue  If  you  desire  to  enforce  the  terms  of  the  contract  is  to  bring  suit  In  a 
court  of  proper  Jurisdiction.  This  Commission  has  no  authority  to  enforce 
contracts. 

You  will  observe  what  Mr.  Eaton  says,  that  they  will  allow  you  to  use 
this  bridge  for  an  under-crossing  until  such  time  as  it  Is  necessary  to  fill  the 
same.  If  you  desire  to  do  this  he  will  undoubtedly  see  that  proper  arrangements 
are  made  for  you  to  use  It. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3653—1907. 

Fabhers'  Elevator  Company, 
Badger, 

YB. 

-Minneapolis  ft  Saint  Louis  Rail-  I 
BOAD  Company.  J 


Site  for  Coal  Sheds. 


Complaint  filed  July  20,  1907. 

The  Fanners'  Elevator  Company  desired  site  for  ooal  sheds  at  Badger. 
The  request  was  laid  before  the  officers  of  the  railroad  company  and  site 
was  granted  as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.   3554—1907. 

Joseph  Tbetteb,  Marshalltown, 

vs. 
Iowa   Central  Railway  Company.  \  Drainage. 
Chicago  Great  Western   Railway 
Company. 

Complaint  filed  July  20,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  the  respondent  railways  had  stopped  up  cer- 
tain waterways  which  had  damaged  his  property  on  Seventh  street  in 
Marshalltown.  The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  companies  and 
waterways  were  cleaned.    No  further  complaint  has  been  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3555—1907. 

Geoboe  E.  MgGrew,  Selma, 

vs. 
United  States  Express  Company. 


Overcharge — Interstate. 


Complaint  filed  July  20,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  overcharge  on  shipment  of  turkeys  from  Douds, 
Iowa,  to  Bethany,  Missouri.  The  claim  was  taken  up  with  the  United 
States  Express  Company  and  satisfactorily  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3556—1907. 

Snake  Cbeek  Coal  Company,  Rip- 


pey, 


vs. 


Minneapolis  ft  Saint  Louis  Rail- 
BOAD  Company. 


Failure  to  Futnish  Cars. 


J 


^Complaint  filed  July  24,  1907. 

"Complainants  stated  that  they  were  having  difficulty  in  getting  cars 
rsufficient  for  their  shipments  of  coal  and  asked  the  assistance  of  the 
Board.    The  Commissioners  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railway  com- 
i>any  and  the  trouble  was  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2.  1907. 
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No.  3567—1907.     . 

Pella  Bbush  Company,  Pella,  1 

V8  L 

CHICAGO.     RoilK     ISLAND     ft     PACITIO  [   ^^'«^«*«*«  ^'««- 

Railway  Company.  i 

Complaint  filed  July  26,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  the  rate  on  rice  root  brush  fibre  from  Mexico 
City,  Mexico,  to  Pella,  Iowa,  with  especial  reference  to  the  excess  charge 
from  St.  Louis  to  Pella.  The  matter  was  presented  to  the  railway  com- 
pany and  Mr.  T.  H.  Simmons,  General  Freight  Agent,  advised  the  Board 
that  it  would  be  taken  up  direct  with  the  complainants  for  proper  adjust- 
ment. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3558—1907. 

R   T.  McCready  et  al.,    Cherokee,    ) 

vs.  I 

Illinois    Central    Railroad    Com-  f 

PANY.  i 


Train  Service. 


Complaint  field  August  22,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  in  this  case  as  follows: 

I  do  not  think  that  you  are  aware  that  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Com- 
pany are  requiring  one-fourth  of  the  people  traveling  on  their  trains,  at  least 
on  trains  No.  101  and  102,  to  stand  up.  Still  it  is  true,  and  every  day  is  the 
same.  Last  p.m.  twenty-seven  were  standing  up  when  I  arrived  here,  for  I  was 
on  the  train,  and  nine  of  them  were  ladies. 

In  the  morning  the  same  train  going  west,  before  it  arrived  at  Sioux  City 
had  forty-seven  standing  up.  There  were  only  two  day  coaches  on  that  train 
and  the  Clipper  was  taken  off  over  a  month  ago.  Please  ask  any  man  that 
travels  on  this  end  of  the  road,  who  is  not  a  railroad  man,  and  he  will  tell 
you  the  same  story. 

The  Commissioners  presented  the  complaint  to  the  railway  company 
with  the  suggestion  that  if  the  statements  made  were  true,  such  .action 
be  taken  as  to  remove  any  cause  for  similar  complaints  in  the  future. 
In  response  thereto  the  Board  received  the  following  letter  from  Mr.  C. 
B.  Fletcher,  dated  September  9,  1907: 

Tour  letter  of  September  6th,  addressed  to  Superintendent  Jones  at  Fort 
Dodge,  has  been  referred  to  me,  by  him.  In  answer  to  the  same  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  condition  of  our  equipment  has  been  and  is  now  very  good.  That  they 
have  been  somewhat  crowded  Is  true  in  many  cases,  but  these  matters  are  more 
or  less  exaggerated  to  you. 

Since  the  complaints  mentioned  in  your  letter  there  have  been  placed  in 
trains  101  and  102,  one  more  coach,  which  amply  cares  for  all  the  travel. 
I  have  also  requested  another  coach  to  be  placed  on  trains  104  and  121. 
This  should  more  than  care  for  the  travel  on  these  trains. 

So  far  as  replacing  the  Clipper  train  is  concerned,  I  have  no  Jurisdiction  in 
the  matter,  as  this  is  handled  by  the  general  officers  in  Chicago. 

I  note  that  the  principal  complaint  made  by  Henry  Young  is  of  inadequate 
accommodations  on  the  Dubuque  Division,  which  should  be  referred  to  F.  J. 
Bechley.  Superintendent,  Dubuque. 

The  complaint  made  by  R.  T.  McCready  was  referred  to  me  by  the  general 
superintendent  in  Chicago  and  I  have  replied  to  him. 
28 
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The  complainants   thanked   the  Commission   for  their  action   in   the 
matter  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3559—1907. 

Farmers'  Union  Elevator  Company  1 

Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  i'^  ^^^^^^^^  ^**^- 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  August  23,  1907. 

Application  for  Order  Requiring  the  Tiedeman  Elevator  Company  to 
Move  Its  Elevator  so  That  the  Spur  Track  of  the  Com- 
plainant Can  Be  Lengthened. 

The  Board  met  upon  the  premises  in  controversy  on  Wednesday,  Sep- 
tember 24,  1907.  There  were  present,  N.  S.  Ketchum,  chairman  and  W.  L. 
Eaton  of  the  Board;  R.  H.  Aishton,  general  manager  of  the  Chicago  ft 
North- Western  Railway  Company  and  other  officials  of  the  road  and  repre- 
sentatives of  the  complainant. 

After  a  careful  examination  of  the  premises  and  a  full  conference 
between  all  parties  in  interest,  in  view  of  the  inadvisability  of  requiring 
the  Tiedeman  Elevator  Company  to  move  its  plant  a  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement was  entered  into  between  the  complainant  and  the  defendant 
railway  company  by  which  the  railway  company  agree  to  perform  double 
switching  for  the  complainant  and  the  application  to  this  Board  is  dis- 
missed and  the  case  is  closed. 

Dated  September  27,  1907. 


No.  3560—1907. 

C.  L.  Percival  Company,  Des  Moines,  } 

vs.  J.  Refusal    to    Receive    Shipment    of 

Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  i        Hides. 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed   August  24,   1907. 

The  complainants  asked  the  Board  what  authority  the  Chicago  &  North- 
western Railway  Company  had  to  refuse  to  ship  hides,  stating  that  they 
had  had  trouble  with  various  agents  of  the  railway  company.  The  matter 
was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  such  action  was 
taken  as  to  remove  cause  for  complaint. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3561—1907. 

ly  THE  Matteb  of  Proposed  Increase  of  Railway  and  Express  Rates  on 

Cream. 

On  August  27,  1907,  protest  was  received  by  the  Board  as  follows: 

To  the  Honorable  State  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

PROTEST. 

Protest  against  the  raise  i7i  cream  rates  proposed  by  tlic  varioits  railroads 
and  express  companies  doing  business  within  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Whereas  :  The  various  railroads  and  express  companies  doing  business 
within  the  State  of  Iowa  and  carrylngr  cream  as  express  and  bagrsage  within 
the  state,  have  grlven  notice  of  the  rates  cliarged  and  to  be  collected  for 
carrying  cream  as  aforesaid  as  express  and  baggage.  Said  raise  In  cream  rates 
to  be  effective  on  or  about  September  14.  1907. 

Whereas  :  Said  Increase  in  cream  rates  averages  about  thirty  per  cent 
(30  per  cent). 

Whereas:  This  increase  in  rates  if  allowed  to  go  Into  effect  will  have  to 
be  borne  by  the  producers  of  cream ;  and 

Whereas  :  This  increase  of  rates  is  arbitrary  and  no  reason  has  been 
assigned  that  would  justify. 

Therefore,  The  undersigned  receivers  of  cream  shipped  by  themselves  and  by 
the  producers  of  cream  and  owning  and  operating  creameries  within  this  state 
and  being  vitally  and  deeply  interested  In  this  state  in  the  dairy  interests  of 
the  state,  very  respectfully  ask  your  honoral)le  body: 

1.  To  deny  said  Increase  in  said  rates. 

2.  However,  If  deemed  necessary  by  your  honorable  body  that  a  hearing 
be  had  on  the  matters  contained  in  this  prjotest.  that  a  day  be  set  in  the 
reasonably  near  future,  due  notice  being  given  all  parties,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  right  and  justice  of  the  matters  presented. 

3.  And  we  furthe.r  humbly  ask  your  honorable  body  to  order  the  various 
railroads  and  express  companies  doing  business  in  this  state  and  carrying 
cream  as  aforesaid,  to  desist  and  abstain  from  putting  Into  force  and  effect  the 
said  proposed   rates  until  after  this  matter  is  finally  determined  and  adjusted 

McRay  Brothers,   Des  Moines,   Iowa. 

J.  W.  Fowler,  Qrlnnell,  Iowa. 

Andre'?/'  Wood  Company,   Rockwell   City,    lo  Fa. 

A.   Wood  Creamery  Co.,   Davenport,   Iowa. 

Manning  Creamery  Co.,  Manning,  Iowa. 

D.  Fairmont  Creamery  Co.,  Denison,  Iowa. 
J.  D.  Bickle  Produce  Co.,  McGregor,  Iowa. 
J.  D.  Bickle  Produce  Co.,  Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Farmers'   Co-operative   Produce  Co.,   Des  Moines,   Iowa. 

E.  B.  HIgley  Co.,  Mason  City,  Iowa. 
Iowa  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Clinton,  Iowa. 
S.  R  Pond  Co.,  Keokuk,  Iowa. 

Des  Moines  Creamery  Co.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
Clarinda  Poultry,  Butter  and  Eggs  Co. 
Clarinda  Poultr>',  Etc.,  Co.,  Leon.  Iowa. 
Clarinda  Poultry,  Etc.,  Co.,  Creston,  Iowa. 
J.  L.  Humphery,  Jr.,  Humeston,  Iowa. 
A.  R.   Loomis.  Fort  Dodge,   Iowa. 
Dairy  City  Creamery  Co.,  Manchester,  Iowa. 
S.  P.  Wadley  Co.,  Dubuque,  Iowa. 
Gureu  Barth  Co.',  Cedar  Rapids.   Iowa. 
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The  matter  was  taken  up  at  once  by  the  Board  with  the  various  railway 
and  express  companies  interested  requesting  that  they  do  not  put  into 
effect  in  Iowa  the  proposed  rates  until  the  Board  had  acted  upon  the  mat- 
ter. The  Railway  and  express  companies  acceded  to  the  request  of  the 
Board  and  later  the  entire  matter  was  transferred  to  the  courts  and  so  far 
as  the  present  case  is  concerned  it  may  be  considered  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3562—1907. 

J.  L.  Billings,  Olivet,  1 

V8  I 

CHICAGO,   Roi«   ISLAND    &    PACIFIC  i^  a^««««»««fe  Of  Station. 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  August  28,  1907. 

Petition  was  received  in  this  case  stating  that  depot  accommodations  at 
that  point  were  not  sufficient  for  the  public  desiring  to  use  the  same;  that 
the  depot  was  kept  locked,  etc.  The  railway  company  made  answer  to  the 
complaint  and  the  petitioners  were  furnished  a  copy  of  the  same.  The 
case  was  closed  without  prejudice. 

Dee  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3563—1907. 

Joseph  Mattes,  Odebolt, 

vs. 
Chicaoo  a  North- Western  Railway 
Company. 


•  Overcharge. 


Complaint  filed  August  28,  1907. 

This  was  complaint  of  overcharge  on  small  shipment  and  the  case  being 
presented  to  the  railway  company,  adjustment  was  made  satisfactory  to 
all  concerned. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


Elevator  Site. 


No.  3564—1907. 

Farmers'  Coal  and  Grain  Company, 

Havelock, 
vs. 
Chicago  &  North-Western  Railway 

Company. 

Complaint  filed  August  29,  1907. 

Complainants  desired  site  for  elevator.  The  Board  took  the  matter  up 
with  the  railway  company  and  finally  brought  about  an  adjustment  that 
was  satisfactory  to  all  concerned. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3665—1907. 

N.  G.  O.  Goad,  Hull, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Compant. 


Delay  in  Transit. 


Complaint  filed  September  4,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  delay  in  shipment  of  car  of  gasoline.  The  mat- 
ter was  taken  up  with  the  railway  company  and  on  September  14th,  Mr. 
Coad  advised  the  Board  that  his  car  had  been  received. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3566—1907. 

H.  D.  Alvobo,  Fort  Dodge, 

vs. 
Minneapolis  &  Saint  Louis  Rail- 
road Company. 


Farm  Crossing, 


Complaint  filed  September  5,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  planking  had  been  removed  from  his  private 
crossing  and  he  wished  to  have  it  replaced.  The  complaint  being  pre- 
sented to  the  railway  company  planks  were  provided  as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3567—1907. 

W.  G.  Block  Company,  Muscatine,      ] 

vs.  '^  Application  of  Local  Rate  on 

Chicago,    Rock    Island   &   Pacific  i        Through  Shipments, 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  September  9,  1907. 

Complainant  inquired  the  right  of  the  shipper  to  reconsign  freight  in 
transit  in  order  to  obtain  the  charge  of  a  low  local  rate  on  a  through 
shipment.  The  questions  involved  in  this  complaint  have  already  been 
answered  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  holding  that  this  may 
be  done  only  when  freight  is  receipted  for  by  the  consignee  or  accredited 
agent  of  the  same  not  an  employe  of  the  railway  company,  and  all  charges 
paid. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3568—1907. 

Farmers*  Elevator  Company,  Mount 

Union. 

vs. 
Chicago,     Burlington     &     Quincy  | 

Railroad  Company.  j 


Shortage  of  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  September  13,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  inability  to  obtain  cars  promptly  for  shipment 
of  grain.    It  was  at  a  time  when  an  unusual  amount  of  grain  was  being 
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shipped  but  the  Board  took  the  matter  up  with  the  railway  company  and 
requested  that  something  be  done  to  relieve  the  situation  and  furnish  equip- 
ment as  ordered.  Adjustment  was  made  to  the  satisfaction  of  everyone 
concerned  and  the  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3569—1907. 

Thomas  Nelson,  Ewart,  ) 

vs.  V  Right  of  Way  Fence. 

lowA   Central  Railway   Company,  j 

Complaint  filed   September   20,   1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  the  right  of  way  fence  along  his  farm  was 
in  very  poor  condition.  The  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  com- 
pany and  the  fence  was  repaired. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3570—1907. 

DH,  Marshalltown, 

Right  of  Way  Fence, 


Mabtin  Bohbisch,  Marshalltown, 

vs. 
lowA   Central   Railway   Company. 


Complaint  filed  September  21,  1907. 

Complainant  through  his  attorney,  Henry  Stone,  Marshalltown,  stated 
that  there  was  no  right  of  way  fence  along  his  land  and  desired  that  same 
be  constructed.  The  matter  was  presented  to  the  railway  company  and 
later  it  was  understood  that  fence  was  built  as  desired. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3571—1907. 

FaBMEBS'       GBAIN    &    LUMBEB       COM- 
PANY, Dows, 

vs.  }.  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 

CiiiCACo,    Rock    Island    &   Pacific  f 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  September  23,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  car  shortage  at  Dows.  On  October  10th,  the 
railway  company  advised  the  Board  that  twelve  cars  had  been  ordered 
during  September  all  of  which  were  furnished  and  that  a  shortage  oc- 
curred for  a  few  days  on  account  of  the  necessity  of  handling  potatoes 
which  were  lying  on  the  ground  and  would  have  otherwise  spoiled. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3672—1907. 

* 

W.  C.  Spuboik,  Jamaica, 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 


Delivery  of  Freight. 


Complaint  filed   September   23,   1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  respondent  railway  company  failed  to  deliver 
freight  promptly  at  that  station  from  points  west  The  matter  was  taken 
up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  satisfactorily  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3573—1907. 

Fabmebs'  E<levatob  Company,  Nor- 
way, 
vs. 

Chicago  &  Nobth-Westebn  Railway 
Company. 


'  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 


Complaint  filed  September  24,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  by  Mr.  B.  L.  Wick,  attorney  of  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa, 
of  the  failure  of  the  complainant  to  obtain  cars.  The  matter  was  taken 
up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  complaint  was  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3574—1907. 

M.  Y.  Ames,  Marcus, 

vs. 
Illinois    Centbal   Railboad    Com- 
pany. 


Condition  of  Cabooses. 


Complaint  filed  September  25,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  Company  still 
had  some  cabooses  that  were  not  furnished  with  water  closets.  The  matter 
was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railroad  company  and  the  Commis- 
sioners were  assured  that  these  conditions  were  being  remedied  as  fast  as 
possible. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.    3575—1907. 

Faumebs'  Incobpobated  Co-opebative 

Society,  Palmer, 

vs.  }•  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 

Chicago.    Rock    Island    &    Pacific  | 

Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  September  30,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  of  failure  to  obtain  cars  for  shipments  of  grain. 
The  Board  took  the  matter  up  with  the  company  and  no  further  complaint 
was  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


440  THIRTIETH  ANNUAL  REPORT  OF  THE 


No.  3576—1907. 

CrriKENs  OF  Haverhiu., 

vs. 
Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul 
Railway  Company. 


Passenger  Service, 


Complaint  filed  October  2,  1907. 

This  was  a  petition  from  the  citizens  of  Haverhill,  Iowa,  requesting  that 
that  station  be  made  a  flag  stop  for  certain  trains  therein  named.  The 
matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  the 
station  was  made  a  flag  stop  as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3577—1907. 

Canfield  Lumber  Company,  Water-  '] 

loo,  I 

vs.  )•  Sidetrack  Facilities  at  Dunkerton 

Chicago  Great  Western   Railway  j 

Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  2,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  facilities  of  the  railway  company  at  Dun- 
kerton for  unloading  cars  were  inadequate,  etc.  Complaint  was  laid  before 
the  officials  of  the  railway  company  and  such  arrangements  were  made  as 
were  satisfactory  to  the  complainants. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3578—1907. 

Halvor  Severson,  In  wood,  ^ 

CuicagoJmilwaukee  &  Sait^t  Paul  ^  ^«"'"'''  '"  ^"""^'^  <^«"-»- 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  October. 3,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  the  railway  company  refused  to  furnish  cars 
at  Rock  Valley  for  shipment  of  sand  to  Inwood.  Upon  investigation  it  was 
found  that  there  was  no  refusal  to  furnish  cars  but  owing  to  the  coal 
famine,  all  cars  for  a  time  were  in  use  for  hauling  coal.  The  car  was 
later  furnished  as  desired. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3579—1907. 

Dysart  Canning  Company,  Dysart,  ' 

vs. 
Chicago.    Rock    Island   ft   Pacific 
Railway  Company. 


►  Failure  to  Furnish  Cn^i, 


Complaint  filed  October  i,  1907. 

This  was  a  complaint  of  the  failure  of  the  railway  company  to  furnish 
car  for  shipment  of  canned  corn,  etc.     Cars  were  furnished  as  desired. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3580—1907. 

W.  R.  Gbeen  et  al.,  Audabon, 

vs. 
Chicago  &  Nobth-Westebn  Railway 
Company. 


Train  Service. 


Complaint  filed  October  5,  1907. 

This  was  a  complaint  by  W.  R.  Green  and  others  of  Audubon,  Iowa, 
asking  the  Board  to  require  the  respondent  railway  company  to  install 
better  train  serylce  on  the  branch  from  Carroll  to  Audubon.  The  matter 
was  taken  up  by  the  Board  at  once  with  the  railway  company,  and  in- 
structions were  issued  that  removed  cause  for  complaint. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3581—1907. 

E.  W.  Roe,  Carson, 

vs. 
Chicago,     Bublington     &     Qthncy 
Railboad  Company. 


.  Overcharge — Passenger  Fare. 


Complaint  filed  October  7,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  had  been  overcharged  on  the  purchase  of  a 
ticket  to  St.  Joseph.  Complaint  was  forwarded  to  the  railway  company 
and  refund  of  overcharge  was  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3582—1907. 

Fabmebs*  Elevafob  CoMrANY,  Bad-  ] 

ger,  I 

VB.  }.  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 

Minneapolis  ft  Saint  Louis  Rail-  | 

BOAD  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  October  8,  1907. 

Complainants  stated  that  they  were  being  discriminated  against  in  the 
furnishing  of  cars  for  the  shipment  of  grain.  The  Board  laid  the  case 
before  the  railway  company,  *  and  it  was  found  that  no  discrimination 
had  been  practiced,  the  inability  of  the  company  to  furnish  cars  being 
due  to  the  prevalent  shortage. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3583—1907. 

J.  P.  Thomas,  Washington, 

vs. 
Chicago,    Rock    Island   &    Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  October  9,  1907. 


Removal  of  Verdi  Station. 


Statement  was  made  that  a  petition  had  been  sent  to  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  permit  the  station  of  Verdi  to 
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remain  as  it  had  been  located  for  some  time,  rather  than  to  remove  the 
same  as  seemed  to  be  contemplated  by  the  railway  company.  The  com- 
missioners corresponded  with  the  railway  company  concerning  the  matter, 
and  Mr.  Carroll  Wright,  attorney  for  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  advised  the  Commission  on  October  18,  1907,  that  there 
was  no  present  intention  of  making  any  change  at  that  station.  The 
petitioners  were  so  informed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3584—1907. 

H.  E.  Hauschen,  Emmetsburg.  ") 

V8  I 

Chicago,  Mn.WAUKEE  &  Saint  Paul  f  ^^^'^  Crossing. 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  9,  190.7. 

It  was  petitioned  that  the  farm  crossing  which  complainant  had  the 
use  of  be  allowed  to  remain  without  planks  being  removed,  as  he  needed 
the  crossing  in  his  winter  hauling.  The  request  was  granted  by  the 
railway  company. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3585—1907. 

J.  K.  Mc Andrew,  Hartley  ] 

vs  ' 

CHICAGO.   MILWAUKEE  &  SaINT  PaUL    \  ^"""^^  *°  ^«'-»**''   <^«"- 

Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  10,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  obtain  cars  for  shipment  of 
grain,  a  petition  being  sent  to  the  Board,  numerously  signed,  requesting 
that  the  company  be  required  to  furnish  the  cars  to  the  complainant.  The 
complaint  referred  especially  to  conditions  at  Max  and  Dion.  The  matter 
was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  compnay  and  no  further  com- 
plaint has  been  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3586—1907. 

T.    M.    Hooper    PRO!)rcE    Company,  ] 

Chariton,  | 

vs.  }■  Discrimination. 

Chicago,     Burlington     &     Quincy  | 

Railroad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  11,   1907. 

Complainants  stated  that  they  were  being  discriminated  against  on 
their  shipments  of  ice-packed  poultry,  in  that  on  some  shipments  W.  T. 
L.  No.  6  applied,  while  on  theirs  they  did  not.  The  matter  was  taken  up 
by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company  and  properly  adjusted.    Later 
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the  Commissioners  adopted  for  Iowa  shipments,  Western  Trunk  Lines 
Rules  Circular  No.  6,  wherever  it  was  to  the  advantage  of  the  shipper 
to  apply  such  rule. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3587—1907. 

Northwestern  Tile  &  Clay  Prod- 
ucts Company,  Emmetsburg, 

vs.  (-  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  | 
Railway  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed   October  12,   1907. 

Complainants  desired  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Saint  Paul  Railway 
Company  to  furnish  car  for  shipment  to  points  on  their  line,  said  car 
to  be  placed  on  the  switch  connecting  with  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  & 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  to  be  set  for  the  tile  company  at  their  plant 
situated  on  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  side- 
tracks. The  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the  railway  company 
and  the  Board  was  advised  that  these  shipments  were  being  taken  care 
of  as  promptly  as  possible. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3588—1907. 

A.  N.  Knyper,  Pella,  ] 

vs  ' 

Chicago,    'bublii.gton     ft     Quinct  \  ^^""'  *"  ^••<"'**'- 
Railroad  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  October  14,  1907. 

Complainant  complained  of  delay  In  shipment  of  a  car  of  cement.  The 
matter  was  taken  up  at  once  and  on  October  17th  the  Commissioners  were 
advised  that  car  had  been  received. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3589—1907. 

Board  of  Control  of  the  State  of  ] 
Iowa  | 

vs.  I-  Failure  to  Furnish  Oars. 

iLUNOis    Central    Railroad    Com-   | 

PANY.  J 

Complaint  filed   October  14,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  by  the  Board  of  Control  that  the  Woodbine  Mill- 
ing Company  was  unable  to  procure  cars  for  the  shipment  of  flour  to  the 
State  Hospital  for  the  Insane  at  Independence,  Iowa.  The  matter  was 
taken  up  by  the  Board  at  once  with  the  railway  company,  and  on  October 
21st  the  Commissioners  were  advised  by  the  railway  company  that  cars 
had  gone  forward  as  requested. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3590—1907. 

J.  W.  Arnold,  Cummings, 
vs 

CHICAGO    dREAT    WESTEBN    RAH-WAY    \  «*«"^*  "'  ^««'  ^*"*''«- 

Company. 

Complaint  filed  October  16,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  desired  a  hog-tight  fence,  and  wished  to 
know  how  to  proceed  to  compel  the  company  to  construct  it.  The  Com- 
missioners called  the  attention  of  the  railway  company  to  the  case,  but 
later  Mr.  Arnold  advised  the  Commission  that  he  did  not  at  this  time,  care 
to  press  the  matter.    The  case  was  closed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3591—1907. 

C.  D.  Gibson,  West  Liberty, 

CHICAGO.''^ROCK     ISLANl.    ft     PACmC    \  ''«««^  *"  ^'"^*"^  <^<""*  «'  ^°««*>'- 

Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  October  17,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  shippers  at  the  town  of  Downey  had  just 
cause  for  complaint  in  that  while  they  received  insufficient  number  of 
cars  to  supply  the  demand,  there  were  plenty  of  empty  cars  both  at  Iowa 
City  and  West  Liberty.  Complaint  was  taken  up  by  the  Board  with  the 
railway  company  and  adjusted. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3592—1907. 

GiLMOBE    Gbain   &   Elevatob    Com-  ' 
PANY,  Gilmore  City, 

vs.  j-  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 

Minneapolis  &   Saint  IjOuis  Rail- 
road Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  19,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  to  the  Board  as  follows: 

Can  you  furnish  some  relief  in  the  car  situation?  We  cannot  gel  foreign 
cars  and  can  only  ship  to  Fort  Dodge  and  Peoria  on  the  Minneapolis  &  SL 
Louis.     Our  elevators  are  full  and  we  want  some  relief. 

The  Board  presented  the  case  to  the  railway  company  and  no  further 
complaint  was  made. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3593—1907. 

Sloan  Cereal  Company,  Sloan, 

vs. 
Chicago  &  North- Western  Railway  ( 
Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  19,  1907. 

Complaint  was  made  that  Sloan  Cereal  Company  was  unable  to  obtain 
CATS  for  shipments.  Complaint  was  taken  up  with  the  railway  company 
and  Mr.  R.  H.  Aishton,  general  manager,  on  October  24th,  stated: 

Replying  to  your  favor  of  the  10th  relative  to  alleged  shortage  of  cars  at 
Sloan,  Iowa,  and  enclosing  copy  of  complaint  of  W.  C.  Whiting. 

The  Farmers'  Cereal  Company  at  Sloan  has  been  furnished  with  four  80,000 
capacity  cars,  two  60.000  and  one  50,000  capacity  cars  since  October  17th  and  our 
superintendent  personally  called  on  the  manager  of  the  Farmers'  Cereal 
Company,  who  states  that  he  has  not  made  any  complaint  whatever  about  the 
shortage  of  cars,  that  he  has  loaded  out  28  cars  this  month.  The  other  elevator 
at  that  point  20  cars  and  other  shippers  7  cars,  which  has  been  all  they 
needed,  and  they  have  plenty  of  cars  at  the  present  time. 

There  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  any  complaint  relative  to  the  number 
of  cars  furnished  at  Sloan  nor  to  their  proper  distribution. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


3594—1907. 

Citizens  of  Waterloo, 

vs. 
Chicago   Great  Western   Railway 
Company. 


Maintenance    of    Depot    in     West 
Waterloo. 


Complaint  filed  October  24,  1907. 
Petition  in  this  case  was  as  follows: 

Waterloo,  Iowa,  Oct.   19,  1907. 

To  the  Honorable  State  Railway  Commission  of  the  State  of  Iowa. 
Des  Moines,   Iowa. 

Gentlemen, — ^We,   the   undersigned   citizens   of   the   city   of  Waterloo,    Iowa,  \ 

respectfully  request  your  honorable  body  to  cause   the  Chicago  Great  Western  \ 

Railroad  Company  to  build  an  adequate  passenger  and  freight  depot  in  the  city 
of  Waterloo  on  the  west  side  of  the  river ;  and  we  further  request  that  your 
Commission  come  here  and  inspect  the  present  depot  which  is  being  main- 
tained by  the  said  roalroad  company. 

Signed  by    M.  B.  Locke, 
IT.  G.  Kramer, 

Ed  Stacy  and  ; 

170   Others.  i 

The  complaint  was  at  once  forwarded  to  the  railway  company  for  atten- 
tion and  on  November  6,  Mr.  L.  S.  Cass,  third  vice  president,  wrote  the 
Board  stating  that: 

Our  company  has  continued  to  operate  a  freight  station  In  West  Waterloo 
continuously  since  1883.  and  If  there  is  any  intention  to  discontinue  a  freight 
house  In  West  Waterloo,  It  has  not  yet  reached  my  knowledge. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3595—1907. 

A.  E.  Buck,  Harris, 

CHICAGO.     ROCK      ISLAND     &     PACIFIC    >  F*"'"-"  '"  '"'"■'•*»*   ^«"- 

Railway  Company.  j 

Complaint  filed  October  25,  1907. 

This  was  complaint  that  company  was  not  furnishing  cars  for  ship- 
ments of  hay.  Mr.  Carroll  Wright,  in  answering  this  complaint  on  Novem- 
ber 4th,  said: 

Referring  to  the  complaint  of  A.  E.  Buck  of  Harris,  Iowa,  regarding  failure 
to  furnish  cars.  I  have  to  say  that  at  the  time  this  complaint  was  made  we  were 
short  of  cars  because  of  the  excessive  demand  therefor  arising  out  of  the  high 
price  of  hay  and  grain. 

shortly  after  the  filing  of  the  complaint  the  drop  In  the  market  naturally 
reduced  the  demand  for  cars  and  enabled  us  to  clear  up  all  back  orders  and  we 
now  have  a  surplus  of  empty  cars  on  that  division. 

This  is  another  case  of  a  great  temporary  demand  for  cars  growing  out  of 
the  condition  of  the  market  which  changes  immediately  upon  a  drop  In  the 
market.  You  can  readily  understand  that  we  cannot  be  expected  to  have  cars 
on  hand  to  meet  an  excessive  demand  growing  out  of  a  condition  of  the 
market,  which  will  be  idle  immediately  upon  a  change  in  the  market. 

No  doubt  the  complainant  is  now  having  his  demand  for  cars  filled.  We 
have  treated  all  stations  alike  but  of  course  it  was  Impossible  to  keep  every 
one  satisfied. 

Copy  of  the  foregoing  was  furnished  complainant. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3596—1907. 

R.  L.  McCauqhan.  Carlisle.  'J 

vs.  I  Dangerous   Operation  of  Trains  at 

Chicago,     Burlington     &     Quincy  f       Street  Crossings  in  Des  Moines, 
Railroad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  26,  1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  as  he  was  about  to  cross  the  Chicago,  Burling- 
ton &  Quincy  tracks  on  West  Fifth  street,  Des  Moines,  about  3:15  p.  m.  on 
October  23d,  engine  No.  1323  "kicked"  a  car,  No.  86971,  Chicago,  Burling- 
ton &  Quincy,  over  the  crossing  without  warning,  and  that  this  was  a 
common  occurrence,  making  it  dangerous  for  pedestrians  and  teams. 

The  matter  was  taken  up  at  once  with  the  railway  company  and  such 
instructions  were  issued  to  trainmen  as  to  prevent  future  occurrences 
of  this  l:Ind. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3597—1907. 


Citizens  of  Aveby.  "I 

CHiCAOoJ^BirM^GTON     &     QuiNCT  [ Overcharge-Possenger  Fare. 
Railroad  Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  28,  1907. 

Petition  was  received  by  the  Board  as  follows: 

We  the  underflisrned,  being  citizens  of  Avery,  do  hereby  protest  against  the 
action  of  the  Chicago.  Burlington  &  Qulncy  Railroad  Company,  in  charging  a 
fourteen  (14c.)  cent  fare  from  Avery,  Iowa,  to  Albia,  Iowa.  The  distance  between 
said  towns  being  no  more  than  five  and  one-half  miles,  as  per  the  folder  Issued 
by  said  company.  And  we  hereby  beg  and  petition  you,  as  Railroad  Commis- 
sioner, to  use  the  power  of  your  high  office  to  the  end  that  the  rate  of  two  cents 
per  mile  shall  be  enforced  according  to  the  Railroad  Rate  Bill  recently 
enacted. 

Signed    Chas.  R.  Deavbr, 
Gbo.  W.  Moorb  and 
125  Others. 

Attention  of  the  railroad  company  being  called  to  this  condition  of 
affairs,  they  reduced  the  passenger  tariff  to  read  twelve  cents,  which  was 
satisfactory  to  the  complainants. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3598—1907. 

Farmers'   Elevator  Company,   Ral-  ] 

ston,  I 

vs.  [-  Removal  of  Side  Track, 

Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway  | 

Company.  J 

Complaint  filed  October  29,  1907. 
Complaint  in  this  case  follows: 

I  have  organized  a  farmers'  elevator  company  at  Ralston  and  Incorporated 
under  the  state  laws. 

We  have  commenced  building  on  our  own  land  adjoining  the  railroad  right 
of  way.  One  or  our  men  went  to  see  the  superintendent  at  Boone  and  he  said 
they  would  move  the  track  right  over  for  us  and  said  it  was  all  right. 

This  was  a  week  ago.  Now  yesterday  we  got  a  letter  through  their  agent 
here  that  they  were  ready  to  move  the  track  any  time  we  wanted  them  to  but 
that  we  would  have  to  bear  the  expense  of  moving  it. 

Now  we  would  like  to  know  is  It  right  that  we  should  bear  the  expense  or  not. 

An  early  reply  will  greatly  oblige. 

The  Farmers'  Elevator  Company, 

By   Geo.    Gregory,    Secretary. 

The  Board  presented  this  case  to  the  railway  company  and  on  October 
31st  Mr.  R.  H.  Aishton,  general  manager,  wrote  the  Board: 

In  reply  to  your  favor  of  the  29th  Inst.,  inclosing  copy  of  letter  from  Farmers' 
Elevator  Company,  Ralston,  Iowa,  dated  27  th  inst.,  and  making  formal 
complaint  to  the  Commission  relative  to  the  moving  of  the  track  to  serve  their 
property  at  Ralston,  Iowa. 

We  are  very  much  surprised  that  matter  of  this  kind  would  be  brought  to 
attention  of  the  Commission.  On  making  inquiry  by  wire  regarding  this  matter 
I  find  that  these  people  have  secured  necessary  location  for  elevator  and  sent 
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party  to  see  our  superintendent  asking:  if  the  traclc  could  be  shifted  to  accom* 
modate  them  in  their  location  and  they  were  told  that  as  far  as  superintendent 
knew  it  was  practicable  to  do  it;  afterwards  found  out  it  could  be  done  and 
wrote  them  a  letter  asking  them  if  they  would  stand  the  expense  of  shifting  the 
track.  This  is  one  of  our  customs  where  track  changes  are  made  for  accommo- 
dation of  Industries  to  require  the  parties  for  whose  benefit  the  change  is  made 
to  relieve  the  company  from  the  expense  of  such  change.  Up  to  the  present 
time  our  superintendent  has  not  had  any  reply  from  them  in  the  matter. 

The  cost  of  the  change  is  estimated  at  $20.00  and  as  it  is  made  solely  for  the 
benefit  of  the  industry  It  is  our  opinion  that  they  should  be  willing  to  pay 
for  this  accommodation  or  at  least  make  reply  to  our  communication. 

In  sending  a  copy  of  Mr.  Aishton's  letter  to  Mr.  Gregory,  the  Board 
stated: 

Please  note  the  enclosed  copy  of  letter  Just  received  from  General  Manager 
Aishton  of  the  Chicago  A  North-Westem  Railway  Company,  concerning  the 
removal  of  side  track  to  accommodate  your  industry.  As  the  proposition  of  the 
railroad  company  seems  to  be  entirely  fair  the  Board  will  close  this  case. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3599—1907. 

E.  H.  Martin,  Webster  City, 

vs. 
Minneapolis  ft   Saint  Louts   Rail- 
boa  o  Company. 


'  Delay  in  Transit. 


Complaint  filed  November   6,    1907. 

Complainant  stated  that  he  had  been  waiting  for  a  car  of  material 
for  over  two  months  that  had  been  shipped  via  the  Wisconsin  Central  to 
Minnesota  Transfer,  destined  to  Kanawha,  Iowa.  The  matter  was  taken 
up  by  the  Board  and  the  Commissioners  were  advised  on  November  9th 
that  the  car  reached  Minnesota  Transfer  in  care  of  the  Chicago,  Milwau- 
kee ft  Saint  Paul  and  was  found  in  bad  order,  but  had  been  repaired  and 
would  go  forward  at  once. 

De3  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3600—1907. 

iRviN  Green,  Larchwood^ 

vs 
CHICAOO,    ROCK    ISLAT^D    ft    PACIFIC  \  Overcharge-Interstate. 

Railway  Company. 

Complaint  filed  November  14,   1907. 

Claim  was  made  for  alleged  overcharge  on  car  of  household  goods  from 
Moneta  to  LArchwood.    It  developed  that  no  overcharge  had  been  made. 

Des  Moines.  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 
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No.  3601—1907. 

Chicago,   Rock   Island  ft   PACzno 
Railway  CoMPAinr. 
vs. 
Emmet   Coxtntt   Boabd   or   Stjpib- 

VISOBS. 


*  DangerouB  Orouino. 


Complaint  filed  Noyember  18,  1907. 

■ 

The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company  stated  tbat  tlie 
SuperyiBors  of  Emmet  county  were  about  to  eatablish  a  liighway  croasiikg 
the  right  of  way  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company 
at  a  point  that  would  be  dangerous  to  the  public  and  railway  company, 
asking  the  Board  to  intervene. 

The  Commissioners  took  the  matter  up  and  on  NoTember  25th  Mr. 
Roy  J.  Ridley,  county  auditor  of  Emmet  county,  wrote  the  Board  as 
follows: 

The  road  you  write  about  that  crosses  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific 
Railway  has  been  Investigated  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Emmet  county 
and  established  at  the  November  meeting  and  all  damages  paid  except  the 
railway  company  have  not  oome  to  get  theirs.  The  time  set  for  filing  objectiooa 
was  October  2,   1907. 

The  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company  filed  an  itemised 
account  of  their  damages  and  it  was  allowed  at  the  time  the  road  was 
established. 

On  Noyember  30th,  Mr.  J.  H.  Johnson,  attorney  of  the  Chicago,  Bock 
Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  Company,  adyised  the  Commission  that  the 
statements  made  by  the  county  auditor  were  correct  and  that  the  case  io 
far  as  the  Board  was  concerned  could  be  dosed. 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  December  2,  1907. 


No.  3602—1907. 

J.  L.  Horning,  Hubbard, 

vs 
CmoAGO  ft  Noeth-Westebn  Railway  f  ^^'^^  Cro89inif. 

Company.  J 

Filed  January  30, 1907. 

Decision  of  the  Boabd. 

The  complainant  asks  for  an  order  requiring  the  Chicago  ft  North- 
western Railway  Company  to  construct  an  under-crossing  of  sufllcient  sise 
for  stock,  under  its  tracks  across  his  farm  near  Hubbard,  Iowa. 

The  Board  ylewed  the  premises  on  September  26,  1907,  there  being 
present  N.  S.  Ketchum,  chairman,  and  W.  L.  SSaton  of  the  Board,  com- 
plainant, J.  Li.  Homing,  R.  H.  Aishton,  general  manager,  and  other  ofllcialB 
of  the  Chicago  ft  North-Westem  Railway  Company.  As  matters  of  Umst 
we  find  as  follows: 

The  complainant  is  the  owner  of  a  farm  of  three  hundred  and  twenty 
acres.  It  came  to  him  by  inheritance  from  his  father,  who  owned  the 
premises  when  the  railroad  was  built,  about  the  year  1882  or  1883. 

The  railroad  track  runs  nearly  due  east  and  west  through  said  farm 
leaylng  a  long  narrow  strip  on  the  north  side  of  said  track.  The  buildings 
29 
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are  on  the  south  side  of  the  farm.  It  is  a  fairly  level  tract  except  on  the 
west  Bide  where  the  land  is  low  and  wet.  Across  this  tract  the  railroad 
has  a  fill  from  six  to  eight  feet  in  height  at  the  highest  point  Oh  each 
side  of  this  location  the  land  is  exceedingly  low.  It  is  douhtfol  whether 
an  undercrossing  could  be  constructed  which  could  be  used  as  a  cattle  way 
on  account  of  the  character  of  the  ground.  This  we  do  not  herein  deter- 
mine. 

We  find  that  there  are  two  grade  crossings  on  the  tracks  of  the  railway 
company  at  conyenient  points  about  one-fourth  of  a  mile  apart  Both  of 
said  crossings  haye  been  in  use  ever  since  the  railway  was  constructed. 
They  cross  the  tracks  where  the  land  is  dry  and  adapted  to  the  purpose 
and  at  a  slight  eleyation  aboye  the  adjacent  land.  For  grade  crossing 
they  cannot  be  improved  and  are  as  adequate  as  grade  crossings  can  be 
made.  The  supreme  court  has  repeatedly  held  that  grade  crossings  are 
the  rule  in  this  state.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Board  that  before  it  can 
order  an  under  or  oyer  crossing  for  the  owner  of  land  on  both  sides  of  a 
railroad  track  that  a  reasonable,  practicable  adequate  grade  crossing 
cannot  be  obtained.  Such  is  not  the  case  at  bar.  We  are  bound  by  the 
statutes  of  the  state  and  the  decisions  of  the  courts  and  for  these  reasons 
we  are  compelled  to  deny  the  complainant's^  application.   . 

Dea  Moines,  Iowa,  September  28,  1907. 
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INSPBCriONS. 
In  the  Mattse  or  thb  BxAMTWATioy  and  Inbfbotion  or  the  Conditionb 

or  THE  CHIOAOO,  lilLWAUKEB  ft  SAINT  PaUL  RaILWAT  Ck)MPANY'B  RaH^- 

BOAD,  Its  Equipment  and  the  Manneb  or  its  CSonduot  and  IIanagebcent 
WITH  REnauENGB  to  the  Pubug  Satett  and  CSontenienoe  in  thb  State 
or  Iowa. 

The  following  is  a  record  of  the  imipection  of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee 
ft  Saint  Paul  Railway  tracks,  stations  and  stock  yards,  etc. 

June  17,  1907. 

Present  on  special  inspection  train,  Ck)inmi8sioner8  Ketchum,  Palmer 
and  Baton,  and  Secretary  Lewis;  representing  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft 
Saint  Paul  Railway  Company,  General  Manager  Underwood,  Superintendent 
Foster,  Engineer  Wood,  and  Roadmaster  Richards. 

Train  left  Cedar  Rapids  at  7  a.  m.,  stopping  at  Fairfax,  Walford,  Amana, 
South  Amana,  Conroy,  Williamsburg,  Pamell,  and  North  English.  The 
Board  found  the  stock  yards  at  North  English  in  bad  condition,  drainage 
and  windmills  needed.  The  Board  found  that  North  English  furnished 
from  340  to  400  cars  of  stock  per  year.  At  Commissioners'  request.  Gen- 
eral Manager  Underwood  gave  orders  for  windmill,  proper  drainage  and 
cindering  of  stock-yards. 

Train  then  proceeded,  stopped  at  Webster,  Sigoumey,  Hayesville,  Hed- 
rick,  Hiland,  Ottumwa  and  Moravia. 

At  Mystic  the  Board  inyestigated  the  condition  of  two  street  crossings. 
It  was  found  that  the  crossing  near  the  sheds,  etc.,  «hould  be  closed;  the 
other  was  found  to  be  a  good,  safe  crossing. 

The  train  then  proceeded  to  Blakesburg  and  Washington,  and  inspec- 
tion was  concluded  for  the  day. 

June  18,  1907. 

Present  on  special  inspection  train,  full  Board  with  Secretary  Lewis  and 
General  Manager  Underwood,  Superintendent  Foster,  Engineer  Wood, 
and  Roadmaster  Richards. 

Train  moyed  west  from  Marion,  stopping  at  Van  Horn,  Keystone  and 
SJlberon,  where  there  was  demand  for  more  train  service,  and  then  pro- 
ceeded to  Vlnlng,  Tama,  Potter  and  Dunbar,  at  which  place  the  change  of 
grade  and  of  line,  etc.,  was  thoroughly  inspected.  Train  moved  on  to 
the  towns  of  Rhodes,  Madrid,  Perry,  Bayard,  Coon  Rapids,  Templeton, 
Manning  and  Manilla,  at  which  place  Superintendent  Beardsley  Joined 
the  party  and  Messrs.  Woods  and  Foster  left  Train  then  proceeded  to 
Arion,  where  the  Commissioners  met  Mr.  Nelson  of  the  Arion  Milling 
Company,  who  stated  that  the  company  desired  a  stub  track  to  their 
mill.  It  was  found  that  such  track  would  be  on  property  owned  by  the 
Milling  Company,  oft  of  the  right  of  way  of  the  railway  company,  that  one 
car  or  more  of  coal  per  month  was  received;  that  since  October  1,  1906, 
seventeen  cars  of  flour  had  been  shipped  to  Des  Moines;  that  wheat  was 
received  from  Nebraska  and  Dakota  and  about  one-half  from  nearby. 
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General  Manager  Underwood  made  a  •  proposition  that  the  railroad 
fumigh  rails,  fastenings  and  switch,  and  the  Milling  Ck)mpany  to  grade,  for- 
nish  the  ties  and  pay  for  the  labor,  the  railway  company  to  maintain  the 
switch.  GommlBsioner  Baton  adYlsed  Mr.  Nelson  that  the  Board  believed 
the  proposition  submitted  to  be  fair,  considering  the  conditions. 

Train  then  proceeded  to  Charter  Oak,  Mapleton,  Hornick,  Luton  and 
Westfleld. 

The  Farmers'  Blevator  Company  requested  a  site  for  elevator  and 
Qeneral  Manager  Underwood  gave  orders  that  site  be  granted  as  requested, 
provided  an  elevator  of  the  required  capacity  be  built 

Train  then  proceeded  to  Akron  where  the  Farmers'  Elevator  Company 
requested  a  site.  Mr.  Underwood  advised  that  notice  should  be  served  on 
the  Hunting  Grain  Company  to  remove  sheds  and  site  would  be  allotted  as 
requested.    This  concluded  the  inspection  for  the  day. 

June  19,  1907. 

Full  Board  and  secretary,  the  same  party  as  of  previous  day,  on  special 
inspection  train,  proceeded  to  Rock  Valley,  Hull  and  Sheldon,  at  which 
latter  place  Superintendent  W.  W.  Collins  and  Freight  Agent  Warner 
Joined  the  party.  Board  inspected  the  new  depot  at  Sheldon  and  went 
thence  to  Sanborn.  There  are  four  elevators  and  an  old  flat  warehouse  at 
Sanborn.  General  Manager  ordered  the  removal  of  the  flat  house.  Train 
passed  on  to  Hartley,  Spencer,  Ruthven,  Bmmetsburg  and  Algona.  The 
Board  made  an  investigation  into  the  complaint  of  the  citizens  of  Algona 
for  Y  track  connections.  Representative  Hohnes  complained  that  the 
Chioago  ft  North-Western  Railway  Company  took  oft  night  train,  saying 
it  was  the  desire  of  the  citizens  to  have  the  Des  Moines  train  leaving 
at  4:20  p.  m.,  run  on  to  Elmore  instead  of  Eagle  Grove.  This  complaint 
was  taken  under  advisement  From  this  point  the  Board  proceeded  to 
Mason  City  where  tlfty  met  Hon.  O.  T.  Denison,  thence  to  Charles  City 
where  citizens  made  complaint  that  depot  wais  not  lighted,  etc.  Sug- 
gestions were  made  by  the  Board  with  reference  to  this  alleged  condition 
and  the  general  manager,  Mr.  Underwood,  assured  them  that  cause  for  com- 
plaint would  be  removed.  The  train  passed  on  to  Fort  Atkinson  and  Cal- 
mar,  where  a  complaint  of  the  people  was  entertained,  concerning  train 
connections  and  of  freight  trains  blocking  Main  street  crossing.  Train 
then  proceeded  to  Waukon,  where  Mr.  Beddo  stated  that  another  train  was 
wanted  on  that  branch  leaving  Waukon  about  6  p.  m.,  and  connecting  with 
the  train  sonth  about  6  p.  m.,  also  complaining  that  the  coach  on  the 
freight  train  was  insuflicient  to  accommodate  passengers.  The  general 
manager  advised  the  Board  that  an  attempt  would  be  made  to  remedy 
these  two  complaints.  Superintendent  Stapleton  showed  that  an  average 
number  of  passengers  each  way  for  the  two  trains  was  fifty. 

The  Board  found  no  water  closet  at  the  station  and  the  superintendent 
was  asked  to  provide  suitable  closet    This  concluded  the  day's  inspection. 

June  20,  1907. 

Board  proceeded  to  North  McGregor  on  special  with  same  party  being 

Joined  there  by  J.  W.  Stapleton,  superintendent,  and  Vice  President  Mo- 

Kenna,  and  proceeded  to  West  Union,  Donnan  Junction,  Volga  City, 

North  Buena  Vista,  Zwingle,  Lamotte,  Biaquoketa,  Fillmore  and  Bernard. 
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At  Donnan  Junction  the  Board  heard  the  dtlzens'  complaint  with  refer- 
ence to  train  connections.  Vice  President  MoKenna  said  the  railway 
company  would  do  its  part  to  adjust  the  complaint.  At  North  Bnena 
Vista,  the  Board  found  there  was  no  place  for  stock  yards  on  the  side 
track  but  that  yards  in  good  condition  were  located  on  a  hill  with  a  loading 
chute  to  the  tracks.  At  Bernard  and  Fillmore  the  Board  considered  com- 
plaints concerning  delay  in  getting  stock  to  the  Chicago  markets.  This 
concluded  the  day^B  inspection. 

June  21,  1907. 
Vice  President  McKenna,  Superintendent  J.  H.  Foster,  Bngineer  Wood, 
Freight  Agent  Bayard,  John  R.  Cook,  Major  Rathbun,  Commissioners 
Ketchum  and  Palmer  and  Secretary  Lewis  left  Maquoketa  for  Efldredge 
Junction,  Oxford  Junction,  Wyoming,  Monticello,  Oneida  Junction,  Arling- 
ton, Waucoma,  Fayette,  Maynard;  Gitisens  of  Arlington  petitioned  also  for 
train  connections  at  Donnan  Junction  with  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  it 
Padflc  trains.  Petitioners  were  represented  by  Mr.  Lake.  This  concluded 
the  inspection  of  the  Milwaukee  Lines. 


In  tbm  Mattkb  or  the  Bxamination  and  Inbfbotion  or  tbk  Coiromoirs 
or  THx  CHiQAao,  Rook  Island  Jb  Pagzfio  Railway  Compant's  Raubqad 
rsoM  Kbokuk  to  Dbb  Moinks,  Its  Bquipmxnt  Thxbbon  and  tkk  BIan- 
NXB  or  Its  Conduot  and  Managobmxnt  with  Rxfbbbnob  to  Publio 
Saistt  and  Contenisnce. 

A  member  of  the  Board  in  September,  1907,  made  a  trip  oyer  the  line 
of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Railway  from  Keokuk  to  Des  Moines, 
and  on  October  8, 1907,  the  Board  directed  the  following  letter  sent  to  Bir. 
F.  O.  Melcher,  general  manager  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  is  Paciilo 
Railway  Company  at  Chicago: 

October  8,  1907. 
Mr.  F.  O.  Melcher, 

General  Maziager,  Chicago,  Rock  Island  it  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
Chicago,  HL 

DaiB  Sir, — ^In  a  preliminary  Inspection  of  the  Keokok  ft  Des  Moines  branch 
of  your  line  the  CommiBslon  finds  the  track  not  in  as  good  a  condition  as  It 
would  like  to  see.  The  Commiaslon  would  divide  this  branch  into  three  eeo- 
tions  as  to  its  conditions :  From  Keokok  to  Bldon  Is  not  as  good  as  it  should  be 
for  the  safety  of  the  public,  so  far  as  your  present  passenger  service  Is  con- 
cerned and  at  the  present  speed  of  your  trains;  from  Bldon  to  Ottumwa  the 
track  is  in  a  much  better  condition,  with  the  exception  of  your  track  within  the 
city  limits  of  Ottumwa;  the  line  from  Ottumwa  to  Des  Moines  is  the  better  part 
of  the  branch. 

It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  entire  Keokok-Des  Moines 
branch  should  be  relaid  with  a  heavier  steel  rail,  with  more  than  the  annual 
percentage  of  new  ties  and  the  roadbed  properly  ballasted. 

It  is  true  that  a  large  portion  of  this  line  lies  along  the  bank  of  the  Des 
Moines  river,  with  excessive  watershed  on  one  side  and  with  an  almost  con- 
stant washing  and  wasting  upon  your  roadbed.  Tet  It  Is  the  opinion  of  the 
Commission  that  your  line  requires  provisions  for  drainage  on  the  east  side 
thereof  from  Keokok  to  Bddsrville. 

The  Commissioners  presume  they  are  offering  no  new  suggestions  to  you  In 
this  matter  as  the  tendency  of  your  work  on  the  whole  clearly  shows  that  your 
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mana^ment  in  charge  is  working  along  these  lines  as  best  they  can  with  the 
material  at  their  disposal. 

After  carefully  considering  all  matters  in  connection  with  this  subject,  it  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  you  should,  at  an  early  date,  make  such 
recommendations  and  appropriations  as  will  bring  about  a  better  condition  of 
this  branch  of  your  line.  Yours  very  truly, 

DwiOHT   N.   IiBWXS,   Secretary. 

By  order  of  the  Board. 


In  the  Mattes  or  the  Bxamikation  and  Inbpbctiion  or  the  Ck>xn>iTioir8 
OF  the  Chicago  ft  Nobth-Westebn  Railwat  Compaitt's  Rahaoad,  Its 
Eqxtipment  and  the  Manner  of  Its  Conduot  and  Mana0EMKNT  wits 
Reference  to  the  Public  Safety  and  Convenience  in  the  State  or 
Iowa. 

On  September  23  to  26,  1907,  the  Board  made  an  inspection  of  the  lines 
of  the  Chicago  ft  North- Western  Railway  Company  in  Iowa.  Mr.  R.  H. 
Aishton,  general  manager,  and  the  superintendents  and  other  officers  of 
their  respective  divisions  accompanied  the  Board  over  the  main  line  and 
branches  of  road.  Stops  were  made  at  all  points  where  complaints  had 
been  lodged  and  complainants  were  given  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
Special  attention  was  given  to  station  houses,  yards,  stock  yards,  etc. 

T^e  Commission  found  the  tracks  and  superstructure,  bridges,  etc.,  in 
very  good  physical  condition;  station  buildings  generally,  of  required 
capacity  for  the  patronage  and  kept  very  neatly,  and  properly  lighted 
and  heated  for  the  comfort  of  the  public.  Biany  of  the  depot  yards  were 
nicely  decorated  with  fine  parks.  Sidings  and  yards  were  found  to  be  in 
good  operating  order  and  all  stock  yards^  with  very  few  minor  exceptions, 
were  adequate  in  size  and  properly  drained  and  equipped. 

All  conditions  were,  in  fact,  found  to  be  very  good  with  few  exceptions. 
These  exceptional  cases  were  taken  up,  discussed  and  remedies  suggested 
by  the  Commission,  which  suggestions  were  in  most  cases  followed  by  the 
Company. 


In  the  Matter  or  the  Bxamination  and  Inspection  of  the  Conditionb 
or  THE  Minneapolis  ft  Saint  Loins  RAiLaoAD  Company's  and  the 
Iowa  Central  Railwat  Company's  Railroad,  Its  Bquipment  and  the 
Manner  or  Its  Conduct  and  BIanagement  with  Reference  to  the  Pub- 
lic Safety  and  Convenience  in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

On  November  11  to  16,  1907,  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  of 
the  state  of  Iowa  made  an  inspection  and  examination  of  the  Minneapolis 
ft  Saint  Louis  Railroad  and  of  the  Iowa  Central  Railway  in  Iowa.  Mr. 
D.  C.  Noonan,  general  superintendent;  J.  N.  Tittemore,  freight  traffic  man- 
ager; H.  F.  Marsh,  assistant  general  freight  agent;  A.  B.  Cutts,  general 
passenger  agent;  C.  S.  Hay  den,  superintendent,  E.  D.  Hogan,  superin- 
tendent, and  other  officers  of  the  companies  accompanied  the  Board  on 
such  inspection. 

All  parties  who  had  made  complaints  relating  to  the  subject  of  the 
inspection  were  given  full  opportunity  to  be  heard.    Special  attention  was 
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giTon  to  the  adequacy  of  station  hooses  and  to  the  condition  of  yards, 
sidings,  etc.,  with  reference  to  their  safety  and  management  by  the  com- 
panies. Stock  yards  were  examined  with  reference  to  drainage  and  sani- 
tation. The  tracks  and  roadbeds  were  fonnd  in  ftdr  physical  condition; 
station  houses  were  kept  reasonably  comfortable  for  the  nee  of  the  pnbllc 
and  were  found  adequate  for  the  business  done. 
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Ffty,  P.  H.,  Richland  Center,  Wis.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  Coon  Rapids 1894  176 

Harrison,  H.,  et  aL  v.  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F.,  neglect  of  bridgemen  at  Ft  Madlson.1895  199 

Reno,  B.  F.,  Marengo,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1880  78 

Waller,  J.  N.,  road  supervisor,  St  Charles,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  unsafe 

condition  of  bridge  and  highway 1886  669 

Watkins,  W.  W.,  Bellevue,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  unsafe  condition  of  bridge.  1889  1012 

BUGGT  CA8B— 

Barber,  Ed.,  Qlidden,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  overcharge  In 1884  49-67 

Commissioner  Anderson's  opinion  on 1884  49 

Commissioner   Coffin's  opinion    on 1884  67 

Commissioner  Dey's  opinion  on 1884  68 

Judge  Baylies'   opinion  on 1886  57 

BUUJBTINS,  Train,  in  passenger  depots,  posting  of. 1903  242 
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BXTBUNOTON,    SHIPPBB8    OF^    COMPUOMT   ON    RAT—      BOe    Botea, 
BUBUNOTON^  QBAR  RAPIDS   *  NOBTHBBM   RAILWAY   OOXPAXfT,   apppllcatlon 

ot  for  reduced  rates  on  seed  grain 189S        888 

BnauNOTON  TBer  on  Aittomatio  Ooupudhi — see  Autamatio  OovplerB, 
Buttbb  and  Sqo  Shipmbnt^  Disobzmznatxon  in  Insfbction  of — eee  In- 

epeoMoik 

f^OLBOOSBi,  SroFFAoa  or  at  FLATPoaice — eee  8t&pping  Tra4t%9  <tt  PUUformB, 
^^    Caboobi  Cabs,  accommodation  for  i»aaeengen  In,  W.  W.  Weston  et 

al.  V.   C.  *  N.-W 1900         167 

Cambbon,  J.   S.,  ^ected  Secretary 1878  t 

Reelgned    1880  8 

Cakp  Mbbtino  and  Othbb  AsBBifBLT  RATB8 — eoc  Botca. 
Capacitt  or  Elbvatobs — eee  Blevatora, 
Capacitt  op  Fbbxoht  Cabs — see  Cora. 
Capxtai.  Stock,  WATBBBD-HBee  W<Uared  StooK 

Capitalization^   ESxgbssitb    1878  88 

Cabb  of  Station  BuiLDiNas— see  Station  Serviee, 


DiBGBiMiNATiON  IN  FuBNzsHiNa — sec  Diafftiminaikm  and  FaOure  to  FwrnUh 

Cara» 

DiBTBXBunoN  OF — ssc  DiatrihutUm  of  Oara, 

Must  be  distributed  equally  In  time  of  scarcity 1878,  88 ;  1888,  719 ;  1898        886 

Not  to  be  Tised  for  warehouse  purposes 1889        996 

W^BN  UsBD  FOB  Wabbhousb  Pubposbs,  Chabobb  FOB — ssc  Damaurroffo, 

"Lack  of — see  also  FaUwro  to  Fumiah  Oara. 

Discussed  by  I4.  S.  Coffin. 1887  70 

Discussion    1906  8 

Sbndino  on*  OWN  liiNX — eee  Baftiaoi  to  Baoeiva  and  Forward  Fratght, 

Wabmino  of — see  Warmino  Cara, 

iJOHTiNa  OF — see  Ldghting  Oara. 

What  Constxtutbs  Adbquatb  Supply  of — see  Bqu4pmant» 

Cab  Load  Ratbs — 

Attempted  8J>olltlon  of 1886,    48   et  seq. ;   1886  81 

Iowa  State  Jobbers  and    Manufacturers'    Association,    protest    against 

abolition    of    1886  47 

Merrill  dc  Keeney,  Des  Moines,  y.  C.  dc  N.  W.,  et  aL,  on  furniture 

1888,   678 ;   1884  69 

On  mixed  car  load  of  linseed  and  carbon  oils 1892        844 

Proposition    to    abolish,    Idefinltely    postponed 1885  68 

Recognition  of  by  Colorado  Law 1886  48 

Gabs  off  own  Jjnn — eee  Bafuaal  to  Baoaiva  and  Forward  Fraight,  also 
Faifura  to  Fumiah  Oara. 

OwNBD  by  Shippbb,  uujust  discrimination  of,  paper  on,  by  Judge  Schoon- 

maker,   ex-Interstate   Commerce  Commissioner 1891  80 

PBiyATB,  DiscBiMiNATiON  IN  USB  OF — SCO  DiaoTimtnation. 


Bound  by  quotation  of  rates  by  agents 1886        609 

Their  relation  to  Shipper  discussed 1884  7 

Cabbibb'b  Risk — see  Ovmar'a  Biak, 

Carbibd  Past  Station — 

Boyle,  I.  W.,  ClarlEsvllle,  v.  CL  O.  W.,  carried  past  station 1898        868 

Idghtner,  F.  B.,  Carthage,  Mo.,  v.  C.  Q.  W 1897        187 

Wlndell,  W.  S.,  Castalla,  y.  C,  M.  4b  St  P.,  refusal  to  stop  at  Castalia.  .1898        868 

Cabbyino  Passbngbbs  on  Fbbioht  TBAiNS^-see  Train  Service. 

CASH  Valub    ooe  VaJua,  Praaant  OaaK 

Cattlb  Ouabds— see  also  Croaainga,  farm, 

Alexander,  T.  K.,  Storm  Lakeb  ▼.  M.  4b  St.  L 1901        490 

Battem,  Charles,  Storm  Lake,  ▼.  M.  4b  St  L.  Ry.,  at  farm  crossing 1902        886 

Bell,  W.  S.,  Des  Molnea^  ▼.  R,  C  R^  4b  N.,  refusal  to  construct 1889       1066 

Campbell,  F.  R.,  et  aL,  Blsmark,  ▼.  C,  M.  4b  St  P.,  danger  to  cattle 
from  location  of  fences  petition  for  cattle  guards. ; . ; 1893  866-867 
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Cattle  Ouards— Continued. 

Chapman,  H.  G.,  Sioux  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  petition  for..  1890,  882;  1892  79& 

Frazier,  George,  Panora,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  &  W.,  defective,  stock  Idlled 1897  110 

Gardner,  John  M.,  Leon,  v.  D.  M.,  O.  ft  S.,  cattle  guards  and  fencing     1884  649 

Huber,  M.,   Storm  Lake,  v.  M.  &  St.  L 1901  491 

Jamison,  J.  R.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  C,  B.  &  Pac.,  failure  to  put  in 1882  556 

Jarvis,  M.,  Morning  Sun,  y.  Iowa  Central,  petition  for 1896  163 

Long,  Ira,  Luther,  v.  St  L.,  D.  M.  ft  N.,  application  for  at  farm  crossing.  1888  737 

McCall,  W.  B.,  Ogden,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  petition  for 1886  656 

Mohr,  John,  Ft.  Dodge,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  Dodge,  application  for 

Moore,  N.  B.,  Clarinda,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  cattle  guards  at  crossing 1882  487 

MorltE,  George,   Storm  Lake^  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  at  farm  crossing 1902  278 

Nelson,  Bertha,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  at  farm  crossing 1902  247 

Onnerem,  J.  L.  et  al.  Thor,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  for  cattle  guards. ..  .1886  568 

Petition    for    rehearing 1886  671 

PeUt  Chas.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 1901  491 

Sargent  O.  G.,  Vincennes,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1901  627 

Smith,  Mary,  Storm  Lake,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 1901  492 

Tibbets,  D.  D.  et  al.,  Ogden,  v.  C.  Ft  M.  ft  D.  M.,  petition  for 1892  827 

Chanoinq  Namb  of  Station — 

Adelphi,  citizens  of,  v.  Wabash,  from  Tamworth  to 1901  610 

Arlington,  citizens  of,  petition  for,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  from  Brush  Creek  to.  .1896  19 

Enfield,  Cooley,  E.  G.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  Strawberry  Point 1884  663 

Luveme,  ciUzens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  application  for 1887,  720  ;  1888  706 

•    Moulton,  Powers,  U.  P.,  v.  Illinois  Central,  two  stations  by  same  name.  1903  270 
River  Junction,  Musser,  J.  D.,  et  al.,  v.  B.,   C.  R.    &    N.,    petition    for 

1888,     749  ;     1893  211 

Sewal,  Banta,  Ira,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1896  146 

Strawberry  Point,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1888  724 

Ticonlc,  Grant  township,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  D.,  petition  for 1888  726 

Vincent  Anderson  ft  Richards,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1892  833 

Chabobs — 

Crary  Bros.,  Boone,  v.  St  L.,  D.  ft  N.,  prepayment  of  freight  charges.  .1886  604 

Wasson,  J.  A.,  Roscoe,  Kan.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  duties  of  carriers 1883  666 

Charity  Frbight — 

Shaw,  H.  B.,  Nora  Springs,  free  carriage  of 1896  166 

CuARiPABug  Institutions^  churches  not   such,    as    contemplated    by   law, 

with    respect   to   special    rates    (Commissioner    Dey ) 1888  888 

Choicit   of    Markkt    and    Routbs,    Shippbrs    Right    TO-Hsee    Rights    of 
Shippers, 

Churches  may  obtain  special  rates  on  building  material 1888  888 

Claims — see  also  Damages. 
For  Damages  Resulting  from  Obstructions — see  Obstruction, 
For  Damages  Resulting  from  Failure  to  Receive  Cars — ^see  Failure 

to  Furnish  cars. 
For  Refund  of  Overcharge — see  Overcharge. 

Private,  commissioners  no  authority  to  collect 1889  1082 

For  Goods  Lost  in  Transit — see  Lost  in  Transit. 
For  Stock  Killed — see  Stock  Killed. 

Classification  of  Freight — 

Iowa  Classification  No.   12  and  Schedule  of  Rates 1901  189 

Classification  No.  13,  adoption  of 1906,  240 ;  1906,  284,  286,  290 

1907  266-263 

Amendments  to 1900,  102,  101,  119;  1901,  189;  1902,  217;  1903,  216;  1904  238 

Basalt  plaster.   Basalt  Plaster  Co.,   Des  Moines 1894  240 

Boilers,   second-hand,   Gotstein,   F.   v.    Inspection   Bureau 1892  847 

Bottles,  empty,  returned,  T.  W.  Rogers  for  Iowa  Bottlers'  Association.  .1894  305 

Boxes,   empty,   returned,   Closson,    W.   E.,   Independence 1906  355 

Capacity  of  cars,  France,  H.  C,  Rose  Hill,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1897  135 

Coal,  Keefe  Coal  Co.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  Illinois  Central 1896  168 

Com  planters,    K.   D 1890  967 
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€la88IFICATi6n  of  Freiqbt— Continued. 

Crackers,   Shaver   &  Dows,   Cedar   Rapids,   v.   Joint  Western   Classlflca- 

tlon    1883  669 

Crushed  stone  for  road  purposes 1894  369 

Discrimination  in,  Westphal,  Hinds  ft  Co.,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N..1881  125 
Discrimination   in   classification   of   flour.    Crystal   Mill   and    Grain    Co.. 

Council  Bluffs,  V.  Iowa  Pool  Lines 1883  703 

Dog  Skins,  Herman  ft  Cownie,  Des  Moines,  petition  for  change  In 1896  221 

Drugs,    Miller,    W.    O.,    Ottumwa,     Iowa,     classification     maximum     not 

minimum     1896  167 

Bnglnes  returned,  Aultman  Engine  ft  Thresher  Co.,   Cedar  Rapids 1907  416 

Farm  wagons,  Star  Wagon  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  Ry.  Co's 1886  602 

Glucose,  James  V.  Mahoney,  Sioux  City 1894  278 

Gravel  and   sand 1894  859 

Hancock,  John  T.  ft  Son,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  Ry.,  lack  of  uni- 
formity     1880  23 

Hardware,  mixed,  C.  L.,  S.  E.  Rush,  Colfax,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1901   .     607 

Logs,  rough,   Des  Moines  Fence  Co.   and   Des  Moines  Excelsior  Works, 

et    al 1891  782 

Linseed  and  carbon  oils  In  mixed  car  loads,  application  for  car  load  rates.  1892  844 

Live  stock,  H.  G.  S.  Codd,  Westfield 1894  260 

Merchandise,  Hummer,  George,  Iowa  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  discrimina- 
tion      1880  168 

Minimum  weights,  Ketchum  ft  Johnson  Co.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.1897  108 

National  uniform  freight  classification  discussed 1887,   49;   1896  11 

Of   freights,    commissioners' 1889  988 

Poultry  roosts  and  mite  traps.  Hog  Saver  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids 1907  406 

Roadmaklng   materials    1902  336 

Railroad  ties,  J.  C.  Taylor,  Perry 1894  240 

Band,  Besley.  L.  C,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for  restora- 
tion  of   previous   classification   on 189S  247 

Sand  and  stone 1894.  859  ;  1902  286 

Sawdust  and  fuel,  Mlneah,  E.  D.  ft  Co.,  Eagle  Grove 1897  154 

Silicon    wall    plaster 1894  869 

Syrup  In  pails,  Mendel,  H..  Neola,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1887  769 

syrup  in  pails.  Tucker  Bros.,  Brooks  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1887  769 

Wagons,  democrat  spring   1894  869 

Western  Wheel  Scraper  Co.,  Aurora,  111.,   road  making  machines 1894  182 

Worcester  ft  Son,  Des  Moines,  v.  various  lines,  change  of  on  goods  in 

transit    1886  640 

Classification  of  Railroads — see  also.  Rates,  Freight. 

A.   B.  and  C 1878,   64,    67;    1881  86 

Milner,  T.  H.,  Iowa  Falls,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  complaint  of 1882  464 

Clbanino  Grain  in  Transit — see  Milling  in  Transit. 

Coal,  Appropriation  of  by  Carriers — see  Appropriation  of  Coal. 

Coal  Housb  Srrss — see  Bites. 

Coal,  Minimum  Wsight  of  in  Car  Loads — ^see  Minimum  Weight. 

Coal,  ScARcrrr  of — 

Stewart,   Jas.,  Ellsworth,   v.  C.   ft  N.  W.  •. 1882  442 

Coal    Problbm,    Thv 1881  146 

Coal  Ratbs — see  Rates. 

PSTFTioN  for  Advance  in — see  Rates. 

For  distance  less  than  five  miles 1890  903,922 

Grouping  of  mines 1906  387 

Coax.,  Wbiohino  of,  Nagle  ft  Son,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1904  266 

Coffin^  L.  S.,  paper  on  automatic  couplers  and  brakes 1887,   59;   1889  47 

Combination  Bvtwsbn  Trunk  Lines  and  Feeders — see  Pro-Rating, 

Commerce,  Interstate — see  Interstate  Commerce. 

Commerce,  State  and  Interstate,  what  constitutes 1900,  7  ;  1908  368 

90 
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OOMMXBBIOKIBS'   AUTHORITT^    POWBRS    XND    DUTZBS    OF — 

To  act,  when  In  doubt,  ibould  not  be  exercised 1889  1092 

Derived  from  statute,  beyond  its  expressed  provirtons  they  can  not  act.  1889  1092 
Have  no  authority  to  require  crossings  where  no  highway  has  been  es- 
tablished as  required  by  law 1893  262 

To  stop  the  running  of  trains  In  oase  of  unsafe  condition  of  road 1892  764 

No  authority  to  interpret  the  law  differently  from  Its  plain  reading. ..  .1892  84 S 

May  order  additional  train  servioe — see  also  Train  8ervioe 1891  809 

To  order  freight  transfer  for  Ii.  C.  L.  shipments 1898  168 

To  order   under-crossings 1892  26 

DuUes  and  JurisdicUon  of 1878»  5.  17,  50  ;  1879  71 

under  the  law  of  1884 1884  42 

increased  powers  of,  discussion  in  relation  to  shippers  to  carriers 1884  81 

law  giving  additional  power  to 1887  908 

Duties  of,  enlarged  by  legislature 1892  23 

JurisdicUon  of    .' 1891  28,  862 

Old  and  new  laws  compared 1892  28 

Duties  and  powers  discussed 1898  21,    89 

Duties  and  powers  as  defined  by  the  United  States  supreme  court 1894  199 

Laws  of  1888,  granting  additional  power  and  making  elective 1888  81 

Decisions  of,  enforced  in  courts 1892  21,    89 

In  different  states 1878  62 

Bxpenses  of  board  of  railroad  commissioners,  by  states 1897  242,248 

In    Great    Britain 1878  57 

Original  organisation  of 1878  8 

CoMMzssiONXRs— for  Secretaries  see  Seffretarj/  of  Board. 
Anderson,  A.  R., 

appointed    1881  8 

term  expired  .1884  8 

Brown,  Bd.  C, 

elected    1902  8  " 

term    expired    1906  10 

Campbell,  Frank  T., 

appointed    1888  8 

elected  1889  8 

drew  three  years  term  by  lot 1889  4 

term  expired   1892  8 

statement  in  memoriam   1907  8 

Carpenter,  C.  C, 

appointed    1878  8 

resigned    1878  8 

Coffin,  Lu  S., 

appointed    1883  8 

reappointed    1886  8 

term  expired  1888  8 

Davidson,  Chas.  L., 

elected    1896  Iv 

deceased — memorial   statement    1897  1 

Dawson,  E.  A, 

appointed  to  fill  vacancy 1896  12 

elected   1897,   12;   1900,  10;   1908  12 

term  expired   1907  14 

Dey,  Peter  A, 

appointed 1878  8 

reappointed    1886  8 

elected    1889  8 

drew  two  years  term  by  lot .1889  4 

term   expired    •  • 1891  8 

re-elected    1892  8 

term   expired    1896  tv 

Baton,  Wlllard  Ik, 

elected     1907  14 
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Ketchum,  Nathaniel  S., 

elected  1906  10 

Luke,  John  W., 

elected  1S91  8 

re-elected    1894  4 

deceased — memorial  statement   1895,   1 ;   1896  12 

McDlU,  J.  W.. 

appointed    1878  8 

resigned 1881  8 

reappointed • 1884  8 

term    expired    1887  3 

Mowry,  W., 

elected  1889  15 

term  expired 1902  3 

statement    in    memoriam     1907  S 

Palmer,  D.  J., 

appointed    1898  8 

elected     1898  8 

re-elected 1901,    9  ;    1904  11 

Perkins,-  George  W., 

elected    1893  3 

re-elected    1896  12 

Smith,  Si>encer, 

appointed    1887  8 

elected     1889  8 

drew  one  year  tenn  by  lot <• 1889  4 

re-elected    1890  8 

term   expired    1898  8 

Wilson,  James, 

appointed 1882  3 

resigned    1883  8 

Woodruff,  M.  C, 

appointed 1878  8 

term    expired    1882  8 

COKMODITT  RATBB. 

schedule  of  on  live  stock   1907  S48 

schedule  of  on  sugar  beets  - 1907  871 

OOMMON  CUrszbbs  must  not  discriminate  in  favor  of  themselves  as  private 

merchants    1889  1046 

Commutation  Tickstb — see  Pa^aenger  Fare, 

OOMPARATIVB  ToNNAOS,  in  carloads  and  less  than  carloads 1883  83 

CoMPBTTTioN,  its  cffocts  ou  rates 1886  88 

CONCBALMVMT  IN  RAILROAD  AFFACEUB— SOe  PttbUoity. 

CoNCBSSioNB  TO  Labgb  Shxppbes — See  Carload  Rates. 

CONDBMNATION   PROCSBDINOB 

Can  not  be  maintained  where  company  has  no  road  in  operation 1898  136 

Commissioners  no  authority  to  compel  the  railroad  companies  to  exer- 
cise  .1893  191 

Duty  of  carrier  to  exercise  in  certain  cases 1891  828 

Law   granting  for   depot   purposes 1884  86 

Right  to  exercise  not  included  in  right  of  eminent  domain. . , 1887  679 

Right  of  way,  additional 1900  4 

Applications  for — 

Algona,  by  Iowa  Central  and  Western 1899  44 

Appanoose  county,  by  Iowa  and  St  Louis 1902  210 

Bayfield,  by  B.,  C.  R  &  N 1900  84 

Benton  county,  by  C,  H.  ft  St  P 1905  216 

Benton,  county,  by  C,  11  ft  St  P 1906  27S 

Black  Hawk  county,  by  C.  G.  W 1900,  210 ;  1901  177 
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Black  Hawk  county,  by  C.  Q.  W 190S  316 

Black  Hawk  county,  by  D.  ft  S.  C 1906  274 

Boone  county,   by  N.   ft  N.   W 1900,    87,   89;    1908  19S 

Boone  county,  by  N.  ft  N.  W 1904  321 

Bremer  county,  by  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.  Ry.  Co 1907  348 

Butler  county,  by  D.  ft  S.  C 1900  88 

Calhoun  county,  by  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D 1902  206 

Calhoun  county,  by  N.  ft  N.  W 1904  228 

Carroll,   by  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1902  209 

Carroll  county,  by  C.  ft  N.  W ^ 1900  168 

Charles  City,  Cedar  FallB  and  MinneBota  v.  landowners 1896  IS 

Cedar  Rapids,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  v.  landowners 1896  24 

Cedar  Rapids,  by  Dubuque  ft  Sioux  City 1901  178 

Chickasaw  county,  by  C.  O.  W 1901  179 

Clarion,  by  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1902  278 

Clinton  county,  by  C.  ft  N.  W. 1907  288 

Davenport,  by  C.  R.  L  ft  P 1898,  77  ;  1901  176 

Des  Moines,  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  v.  Thomas  Caugsan,  Sr.,  et  al 1886  649 

Des  Moines,  Des  Moines  ft  Kansas  City,  v.  certain  landowners 1891  767 

Des  Moines,   by   Des  Moines   Union. ^ 1900,    84  ;  1901  176 

Dixon,  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  v.  G.  W.  King,  et  al 1884  699 

Dubuque,  by  C.  G.  W 1906  869 

Dubuque  county,  by  C.  G.  W 1906  224 

Dubuque,  Union  Depot  Company  of 1886  480 

Bhler,  Dubuque  ft  Sioux  City,  v.  certain  landowners 1898  146,221 

Eldrldge  Jimction,  by  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1898  60 

Bnunet  county,  by  C,  R  I.  ft  P. 1907  429 

Bstherville.  by  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1899  87 

EstherviUe.  by  M.  ft  St  L. 1900  206 

Bvanston,  Mason  City  ft  Ft  Dodge  v.  certain  landowners 1891  798 

Fayette  county,  by  C.  G.  W 1902  207 

Fayette  county,   by  M.   C.   ft  Ft   D 1908  199,200 

Ft   Dodge,  by  M.  ft  St  L 1902  209 

Ft.  Madison,   by  C,   B.   ft  Q 1906  818 

Gkirner,  Finch  &  Hayward  of,  inquiries  concerning 1884  648 

Goose  Lake,  C.  &  N.  W.  v.  certain  property  owners 1890  947 

Green  county,  by  C.  ft  N.  W 1900,  85,   86,  87.  88,   89,  90,  163 

Hardin  county,  by  D.  ft  S.  C 1903  298 

Harrison   county,    by   C.    ft  N.    W 1901  622 

Harrison  county,  by  D.  ft  S,  C.  (111.  Cent) 1907  280 

Hogle  et  al.,  by  D.  ft  S.  C 1903  257 

Iowa  City,  by  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1898  62 

Jefferson  county,  by  C,  Ft.  M.  ft  D.  M '. 1900  190 

Jefferson  county,  by  C,  R  I.  &  P 1901  176 

Kossuth  county,  by  C.  ft  N.  W 1902  201 

Lawrence,  by  Gowrle  &  N.  W 1900  163 

Lee  county,  by  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  818 

Lee  county,  by  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F 1906  217 

Lee  county,  by  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F 1906  267 

Linn  county,  by  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  226 

Linn  county,  by  C,  M.  &  St   P 1906  219 

Linn  county,  by  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1906  226 

Linn  county,  by  C.  M.  ft  St.  P 1906  266 

Linn  county,  by  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1906  268 

Linn  county,  by  C,  R.  L  ft  P 1907  282 

Louisa  and  Washington  counties,  by  C.  R.  I.  ft  P 1908  240 

Macuta,  Chicago,  Santa  Fe  &  Cal.,  v.  John  Yager  et  al 1887  788 

Manson,  by  Gow.   ft  N.-W 1899  46 

Marion  county,  by  Keokuk  &  Des  Moines 1906  218 

Marsh,  by  Iowa  Central 1900  82 


INDEX.  469 

Year  Page 

CONDBK NATION  PRO0BBDINO8— CowMwiMd. 

Marshall  county,  by  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1906  264 

Marshalltown,   by  C.   a.   W 1902  208 

Mills  county,   by  C.   B.   ft  Q 1903  196 

Montgomery  county,   by  C.  B.  ft  Q 1908  197 

Oelwein.  for  tracks  to  shops  of  C.  G.  W. . '. 1895,  136  ;  1899  36 

Oelweln,   by  M.   C.   ft  Ft   D 1903  307 

Oelweln,  by  C.  G.  W 1902  207 

Onawa,  Cherokee  ft,  Dakota,  v.  certain  landowners 1888  709 

Osceola,  Des  Moines  ft  Kansas  City  v.  landowners 1896  26 

Osceola,   C,   B.   ft  Q.   y.   landowners 1896  27 

Oskaloosa,  by  B.  ft  W .* 1902  292 

Oskaloosa,  Cent.  Iowa  v.  Baldwin,  Mary,  et  al 1886  672 

Oskaloosa,  by  Iowa  Central 1897  45 

Oto,  Cherokee  ft  Dakota  v.  landownesr 1888  708 

Ottumwa,   C.  M.  ft  St   P.   v.   Daniel  ft  Bridget   Sughnia 1884  592 

Ottumwa,  for  union  depot  at 1887  699 

Page  county,  by  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  270 

Polk  county,  by  Des  Moines  Terminal  Co 1907  229 

Pottawattamie  county,  by  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1903  196 

Poweshiek  county,  by  Iowa  Central 19^2  206 

Scott  county,  by  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1884  699 

Shelby  county,  by  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  286 

Sheldon,  Cherokee  ft  Dakota  v.  certain  landowners 1888  686 

Sioux  City,  by  C.  St  P.,  M.  ft  0 1902  202 

Sioux  City,  Sioux  City,  Chicago  ft  Baltimore  v.  certain  landowners. ..  .1893  136 

Sioux  City,  by  C.  St  P..  M.  ft  O.,  petiUon  for  right 1906  302 

Storm  Lake,  by  M.   ft  St   L. 1900  144 

Story  county,  by  C.  ft  N.  W 1901  521 

Story  coimty,  by  N.  ft  N.  W 1903  200 

Tama  coimty,  by  C,  M.  ft  St  P. 1907  227,381 

Vinton,  by  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1899  88 

Wapello  coimty,  by  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1904  227 

Warren  county,   by  C.   G.   W 1906  266 

Wcushington  county,  by  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1901  177 

Washington  county,  by  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1905  218 

Waterloo,  Dub.  ft  S.  C.  v.  Waterloo  Water  Co.  et  al.,  petition  in 1890  898 

Waterloo,  Dub.  ft  S.  C.  v.  certain  landowners 1890  953 

Waverly,   by  Waverly   Short  Line 1898  31 

Webster  county,  by  M.  ft  St  L 1902  209 

Webster  county,  by  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1901  178 

Webster  county,  by  Ft  D..  D.  M.  ft  S 1907  229 

West  Liberty,  by  C,  It  I.  ft  P 1899  43 

West  Liberty,  by  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N : 1900  83 

West  Liberty,  by  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1900  186 

Woodbury  county,  by  C,  St  P.,  M.  ft  0 1902  202 

Woodbury  county,   by   Iowa  ft   Great  Northern 1905  216 

Woodbury  county,  by  Willmar  ft  Sioux  Falls 1905  227 

Wright  county,  by  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1902,  201,  204,  208 

Condition  of  Roads^  improved  physical 1891  26 

Condition  of  Roadbed  and  Track  of  O.  ft  St  L 1902  227 

Condition  of  Wbbtsrn  Railboadb — see  Railroad  Situation,  etc. 

Amount  of  business  offered  railroads 1891  4 

Conduct  of  Train  Mbn,  Townsend,  D.  W.,  Cherokee  v.  111.  Central 1904  317 

On  Waterloo  and  Cedar  Falls  Rapid  Transit  Co 1904  292 

Confiscation  of  Coal  by  Railroad  Compant — 

Barfoot  G.,  Ayrshire,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1903  277 

Conflicting  and  Disputed  Provisions  of  thb  Law — see  Law, 

CoNNBCTiON,  Crossing^  discussion  of 1884  79 

List    of,    in    Iowa 1906  219 

CONSIDBRATION   TAZBS  VOTBD  FOR  RAILROADS,  A  PART  OF — BOO  Station; 
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Consolidation  or  Iowa  Railroads^  discussed 1879  66,  70 

Contracts — 

Road  work  by 1891  26 

Quotation  of  rates  by  asrents  and  acceptance  thereof  constitutes 1886  609 

For  exemption  of  liability  for  fires  set  by  engines 1896  xxxv 

Concerning  contract  of  release  from  liability  by  fire  caused  by  railway 

company   1897  166 

Contracts,  Vioi*ation  op — 

Berry,  W.  T.,  Marshalltown,  v.  W.,  I.  ft  N.,  In  providing  crosstng 1886  667 

Davison,  M.,  Piano,  v.  W.  St  L>.  ft  P.,  in  building  side  track,  etc 1882  649 

Day,  F.  A.,  Castana,  v.  Maple  River,  in  location  of  railroad 1884  686 

Dorcas.  John,  Shlloh,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  failure  to  construct  side  track. ..  .1886  578 

Elliott,  W.  P.,  Morning  Sun,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Pac.,  failure  to  fence 1883  729 

Fauser,  W.  D.,  Wirt,  v.  H.  ft  S.,  violation  of  right  of  way  contract  ....1887  682 

Fort  Dodge,  city  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  et  al.,  failure  to  operate  road 1889  982,987 

Hanna,   J.  Q.,   Goldfield  v.   C.   ft  N.   W.,   in  depot  location 1882  422 

Harshbarger,  W.  A.,  Oakland  Mills,  v.  St.  Li.»  K.   ft  N.  W.,  failure  to 

provide  crossings  and  fence  in  consideration  of  right  of  way 1892  841 

Hunter,   A.,   Wyman,   v.   B.   ft  N.    W.,    failure   to   build   cattle   guards; 

fences,   etc 1883  701 

Kanyon,  F.  L.,  et  al.,  Iowa  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  failure  to  run  chair 

cars    1883  676 

Macrae,  D.,  mayor  of  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  and  C.  ft  N.  W.,  in 

abandoning  Council  Bluffs  aa  Western  terminus 1892  846 

Orillla,  citlieos  of,  y.  C.  O.  W.,  in  maintaining  station 1894  288 

Phelan,  James,  Maltlaad,  Dak.,  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,   failure  to  tomiaih 

shipping  f^udllties    1886  618 

Seevers,  W.  A.,  et  al.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  Central  Iowa,  station  aooommoda- 

ttons    1886  620 

Springer,  A.,  Prairie  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to  redeem  commuta- 

Uon    Uckets     1886  680 

Torkelson,  Nels,  et  aL,  Austin  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  put  in  station.  1892  868 

Yaggy,  E.  H.,  Audubon,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  rates  on  emigrant  movables.  1886  688 

Convsntion  op  Statb  Railroad  Commissionbrs — 

With  Interstate  commerce  commission..  1889,  19;  1891,  20,  29;  1892,  44;  1898  40o 

1894,  861;  1895,  xxxvlii ;  1896,  10;  1897.  11;  1899,  14;  1900  6 

With  commissioners  of  surrounding  states 1881  164 

Construction  Accounts^  open  discussed    1878  88,  89 

Control  of  Railroads  bt  Qovxrnmxnt — see  Government  ControL 

Control  bt  Statb — see  8tate  Control. 

Control  of  Station  Grounds — see  Omnibua  Privilegea, 

Convention  Ratbs— see  Bates. 

Coolbt^  Judob,  T.  M.,  on  "Railroad  Commissioners" 1888  «6 

Address  on  "The  Railroad  Problem" 1891  29 

Articles  on  "Popular  and  I^egal  Views  of  Traffic  Pooling" 1887  84 

Corn  Ratbs,  request  of  comlmssioners  for  temporary  reduction  of 1886  619 

Cost — 

Average    of    roads    in    different    states 1880  176 

Difficulty  in  obtaining  Information  on 1884  17 

Discussion  on    1887  61 

Earnings  of,  in  excess  of  6  per  cent  on  180.000  per  mile 1891  86,  87 

Of  construction  per  mile 1878  86 

Of  equipment   per   mile    1878  86 

To  move  rfelght  per  ton  per  mile,  discussed 1884,  29;  1888  764,788 

Of    Ovbr    and    Undbb    Raxlroad    Crossings^    AFPORnoNiODNT    of-hms 
Crossing. 

COtTPLBRS — ^AUTOMATIO— AND    BRAKBB — BSe    alSO,    AutomOtiO    COWpUtS, 

Automatic  paper  on,  by  Commissioner  Coffin 1885,  92 ;  1887,  69 ;  1889  47 

Comparative   table : 1907  IS 

Different  types  of  couplers  considered • 1891  SO,  S6 

Discussion  of  Iowa  law  requiring  their  use 1890,  7;  1900  6 
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Generally  Tiaed   1898  4 

Law    concerning    1891  18 

RecommendationB  of  commlsalonens'  convention  for  law  concerning 1892  46 

Test  of,   in  ICaasachusetts,   reported 1884  41 

CoupUNo  Cabs — 

Loss  of  life  and  personal  injury  discussed 1884  39 

Comparative    table    of 1900  9 

Courts,   Casbs   Pbndino   in — Rbport   or   Attornst-Gbnbral — see   LitigO' 
tUm. 

State  courts  to  take  cognizance  of  order  of  commissioners 1891  862 

Crossing,  Farm — 

At  grade,  and  over  or  undergrade,  discussed 189S,  18-26;  1900  8 

Decision   of  supreme  court   regrardlng 1892  28 

Hatters  of  public  right,  decision  by  supreme  court 1892  28 

Overhead  farm  crossing,  decision  of  supreme  court  on,  discussed 1892  28,  29 

Legislation  recommended 1889,  40  ;  1891,  48  ;  1899,  7  ;  1901  3 

Undergrade    or    overhead 1900  3 

OOUPLAXNTB    CONGBRNINa — ^PCTITION    FOR — 

Alexander,  T.  K.,  Stonn  Lake,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  cattle  guard 1901  490 

Alvord,  H.  D.,  Ft.  Dodge  y.  M.  ft  St.  L 1907  487 

Amundson,  L.  O.,  Radcliffe,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  open 1908  263 

Amundson,  Helga,  Ellsworth,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  obstructed  by  snow 1888  738 

Anderson,  W.  M.,  St  Charles,  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  at  grade 1897  23 

Arnold,   Q.   P.,   Garden  Grove,   v.   C,   B.   ft  Q.,   undergrade 1903  310 

Arthurs,   C.   H.,   Oakland  Mills,  v.   St   L.,  K.   ft  N.  W 1900  132 

Barnes,  R.  H.  ft  J.  H.,  Ollvex,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  under  open 1893  261 

Bamett  B.  D.,  Linden,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  undergrade 1903  260 

Bartholow,   J.   M.,   Rembrandt,   v.   M.   ft  St   L 1903  n4 

Battem,  Charles,  Storm  Lake,  v.  li.  ft  St  L.,  cattle  guards  at 1902  286 

Beck,  Joseph,  Marcus,  v.  D.  ft  S.  C.  ft  111.  Cent,  under 1891  825 

Beech,  A.  A.,  Collins,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  cattle  guards 1900  214 

Bendicksen,  G.,  Lake  BCllls,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  ordinary 1901  610 

Berry,  W.  T.,  Marshalltown,  v.  W.  L  ft  N.,  contract  for,  violated 1886  667 

Berry,  W.  T.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  under  crossing 1896  164 

Buerer.   G.,   Ackley,   v.   111.    Cent,   at   grade 1904  318 

Bevans,  Mrs.  I.  S.,  Redding,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  undergrade 1900  202 

Blackman,  G.  M.,  Newton,  v.  C,   R   I.  ft  P.,  at  grade  farm 1890  909 

Blakely,  A.  X,  Qrinnell,  v.  Iowa  Central,  undergrade 1903  240 

Blosser,   Sam,   Patterson,  v.  v.   C,   R  I.   &  P.,   open 1902  279 

Brand,  Karl,  New  Hampton,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  repair  of  crossing 1902  291 

Brockman,  William,   Baxter,  v.   C.  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  open  farm 1890  912 

Brownell,  H.  S.,  Spirit  lAke,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  open  cattle  guard 1892  846 

Brubaker,  B.  F.,  OrlUia,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  undergrade 1900  184 

Buckley,  W.  B.,  New  Hampton,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  undergrade 1904  281 

Buckley,   Daniel,   Alta  Vista,   v.   C.   G.   W :.1906  313 

Budd's  estate,  Amea,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1906  343 

Buffham.  Joe,  LohrvUle,  ▼.  C.  Q.  W.,  undergrade 1902  298 

Bunker,  M.,  Traer,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  condition  of  cattle  pass 1901  489 

Burkhalter,  A.  C,  Rockwell  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  cattle  guards 1900  166 

Bums,  Thomas,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  at  grade 1883  630 

Bums,  W.  W.,  Cromwell,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  undergrade 1901  606 

Buttles^    C,    Corwlth,    v.    Iowa   Central,    tmdergrade 1900  198 

Cain,  Dennis,  Arthur,  v.  CL  ft  N.-W.,  unsuitable   1888  720 

Calderwood,  H.»  Traer,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  undergrade 1901  462 

Chapman,  H.  Q.,  Sioux  City,  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  location  of 1890  846 

Cole,   Lyman,   ▼.   R,   C   R   ft  N.,   under,   petition  for 1896  167 

Cole,  J.  F.  G.,  Berlin,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  condition  of 1903  274 

Cole,  P.  P.,  Charles  aty,  v.  111.  Cent 1907  423 

Cooter,    David.    Flugstad,    v.    Crooked   Creek,    ordinary 1901  619 

Crltchfleld,  J.  W.,  Lucas,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  ordinary 1896  186 

Cruse.  J.  B..  Vincennes,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  renewal  of  bridge 1899  62 
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CB088XMO,  FAMU'^ontinued. 

Complaints  Conoeming,  Petitions  For— OonlintMd. 

Cunningham  ft  Jones,  Marshalltown,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  petition  for....  1892  830 

Cutler,  Q.  L.,  Belmond,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  open  and  cattle  guards 1887  716 

Cutler,  Q.  L.,  Clarion,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  under  farm 1889  1039 

Cutler,  F.  L.,  Clarion,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  petition  for  under 1890  860 

Cutler,    G.   L 1898  28 

Dalliner,   Simon,   Mt   Pleasant,  v.  C,   B.  ft  Q.,   undergrade 1900  213 

Dana*  Wm.,  Dana,  y.  M.  ft  St  L ' 1907  413 

Davis,  L.  J.  K.,  Bagley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  open 1898  76 

Davis,  B.  F.,  Compotlne,  v.  C,  li.  ft  St   P.,  undergrade 1902  267 

Davltt,    James,    Cunmilngs,    v.    C.    G.   W.,    under 1896  124 

Deadrick,  John,  Cedar  Falls,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.  et  al.,  undergrade 1900  206 

Deitken,  C,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  undergrade 1902  293 

Denison,  J.  W.,  Clarion,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  replacing  and  repairing  farm 

crossing 1896  62 

Dennis,  I.  V.,  Coralvllle,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  under  failure  to  maintain 1889  979 

Deluhery,  T.,  Summer,  v.  M.  ft  N.  W.,  farm  and  cattle  guards 1886  696 

Deuthart,  O.  W.,  HlUsboro^  y.  a,  R  ft  Q 1907  431 

Dudgeon,  Lafayette,  Hedrick,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  undergrade 1902  282 

Duncan,    S.    H.,    Columbus    Junction,    v.    C,    R.    I.    ft   P.,    condition    of 

undergrade 1908  827 

Bckstein,  H.,  et  al.,  Cresco,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  open 1895  202 

Bdge,  H.  M.,  Tipton,  v.  B.,  C.   R.  ft  N.,  undergrade 1900  126 

Blder,  R.  A.,  Albia,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  open 1904  266 

Emery,   G.   J.,   Pleasant   Plain,   v.   C,   R.    I.   ft  P., 1906  Sll 

Englebardt  G.  R.,  St  Olaf,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  412 

Ennessy,  P.,  New  Hampton,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  petition  for  under.. .  .1889  1073 

Bnnessy,  N.,  New  Hampton,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  defective  under  bridge 1893  167 

Brickson,  A.  M.,  Marathon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  undergrade 1900  137 

Evans,  Mrs.  J.  W.,  Williamsburg,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  imdergrade 1901  468 

Evans,   — ,   Blma,   v.   C.   G.   W.,   imdergrade 1902  249 

Fauser,  W.  D.,  Wirt  v.  H.  ft  S.,  contract  providing,  ignored 1887  682 

E^sher,  R  B..  KnoxviUe.  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,   overhead 1882  420 

Fordyce,  Harry,  LibertyviUe,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  farm 1886  609 

Fox,  John,  Dallas  Center,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  undergrade 1901  616 

Frederlckson.  J.  P.,  Ruthven,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  undergrade 1908  316 

Fuller,  H.  E..  Kalo,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  petition  for  farm 1885  663 

Fulton,   C.   B.,  Moravia,   v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  364 

Gaston,   H.   F..   Traer,   v.   C.    ft  N.   W.,   cattle  pass,   condition 1901  614 

Gaston,  H.  F.,  Traer,  v.  I.,  M.  ft  N.  W.,  undergrade 1899  116 

Gamatz,    John,    Auburn,    v.    111.    Cent,    undergrade 1900  149 

Gates,   John,    Marble   Rock,    v.    C,    R    I.    ft   P 1906  297 

George.   W.  C,   Collins,   v.   C,   M.   ft  St  P.,   undergrade  cattle  pass 1899  88 

Gerst    Hugo,   Oakville,   v.    Iowa   Central,    ba^   condition   of 1906  309 

Glays,  J.,  LibertyviUe,  v.  C,  Ft  M.  ft  D.  M.,  petition  as  per  contract.  .1893  837 

Gonsetto,   L.  H.,  East  Peru,  v.   C.  G.  W.,  establishment  of 1908  827 

Gorrell,  J.  R,  Newton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P. 1907  366 

Gravatt,   O.,   Traer,   v.   C.   ft  N.   W.,   undergrade 1899  113 

Graves,  R  T.,  Mason  City,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  under 1896  136 

Gray,  W.  A.,  Albia,  v.  Iowa  Central,  at  grade 1899  69 

Griffin,  John,  et  al.,  Hedrick,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1900  189 

Hager  Bros.,   Baxter,   v.   C.   G.  W. 1907  877 

Hamilton,  William  R,  Washington,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  imder  bridge 1898  146 

Hankee,  August  Wall  Lake,  v.  C.  ft  N.   W.,   petition  for  open 1886  499,662 

Hansen,  N.  M,  Albert  City,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  open 190r  607 

Hardin,  B.  A.,  Knoxville,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1907  418 

Harris,  J.  S.,  New  Market  v.  K.  ft  W.,  cattle  guard 1901  628 

Harris,  J.   S.,  New  Market  v.  K  ft  W.,  undergrade 1908  820 

Hausohen,  H.  E.,  Bnmietsburg,  y.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  442 

Ha3mes,  S.,  Cummings,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  undergrade 1900  174 
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Haynes,   S.,   CummingB,   v.    C.   O.   W.,   condition   of   undergrade 1903  295 

Heavilln,  S.  R.,  Qladbrook,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  replacing 1897  122 

Helmer,  IC  F.,  Mechanicsvllle,  v.   C.  *  N.-W.,   repairs  on 1894  274 

Helmer  ft  Qortner,  Mechanicsville,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,   blocking  of 1908  817 

Helphrey,  L>.  S.,  Metz,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  undergrade 1902  287 

Helphrey,   I4.   S.,   Newton,   v.   N.   ft  N.   W.,   undergrade 1903  314 

Hennings,  H.  J.,  Cedar  Fails,  v.  111.  Cent,  petition  for 1905  268 

HenseU  B.  F.»  Wall  Lake,  y.  C  ft  N.  W 1907  428 

Hickman,  C.  J^  Metas,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  to  restore  plank  in....  1891  760 

Hickman,    C.   J.,   Metz,   y.   C,   R.    I.   ft   P.,   defective   farm 1892  862 

Hickman,  M.  C,  Metz,  v.  C.  R.  I.   ft  P.,  obstructed 1905  870 

Holland.   George,   Kelley,   v.   N.   ft  N.   W.,   undergrade 1905  291 

Holmes,  W.,  et  al.,  LohrvlUe,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  cattle  guards 1900  115 

Holschlag,   Henry,   New  Hampton,   v.   C.   O.   W.,   cattle   pass 1902  288 

Hoover.  C.  EL,  Delphos,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  under  and  cattle  guard 1889  1004 

Hopkins,  David,  Panora,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  petition  for  under 1893  226 

Homing,    J.    li..    Hubbard.   ▼.    C.   ft   N.    W 1907  449 

Hough.  A.  T.,  Newton,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  at  grade 1904  292 

Howard,  John  S.,   Sac  City,   v.  C.   li.  ft  St   P.  additional 1900  142 

Huber,   M.,   Storm  Lake,   v.  M.   ft  St  L.,  cattle  guard 1901  491 

Humke,   Henry.   Ackley,    v.    111.    Cent,    application   for 1906  268 

Humphrey,  Sanford,  Jefferson  county,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  protest  against 

filling  crossing  under  bridge ^ 1888  207 

Irwin,  Mrs.  J.   S.,-  Tama,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  at  grade 1900  209 

Ives,  Julius,  Dickens,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for  open 1889  1068 

Jacobson, .  K.  J.,  Pickering,  v.  Iowa  Central,   overhead 1903  821 

Jamison.  A.  F.,  LohrvlUe,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  undergrade 1903  269 

Jarvis,  Myers,  Morning  Sun.  ▼.  Iowa  Central,  cattle  guards  and  fencing.  .1895  168 

Johnson,  William,  Ames,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  undersrrade 1903  246 

Keller,  B.  F.,  Knowlton,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  condition  of 1908  296 

Kendall,    J.    F.,    Fredericksburg,    v.    C.    Q.    W.,    imdergrade 1898  89 

Kiel.  A.,   DeKalb,  v.   H.   ft  S.,  petition  for  farm • 1892  881 

Klsor.  C.  T.,   Oskaloosa,  v.   la.  Cent 1907  427 

Koms,  Jacob,  Hartwick,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  under,  failure  to  repair 1891  730 

Lamb,   L.,   What  Cheer,  v.  C.   ft  N.  W.,  undergrade 1900  192 

Lang,  D.  R.,  Levey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  at  grade 1908  302 

Lamson,  W.,  Fairfield,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  ordinary 1901  614 

Lee,  C.  G.,  Ames,  v.  C.   ft  N.  W.,  overhead 1900  167 

Lemen,  J.  H.,  Colfax,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  ordinary,  at  grade 1895  188 

Lewis,  J.  F.,  New  Hampton,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  petition  for  open  farm 1898  208 

Lister,  William,  Newton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  open 1889  1032 

Lockwood,  L.  N.,  Coldwater,  v.  I.,  M.  ft  N,  Undergrade 1899  104 

Long,  F.  H.,  Manning,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1903  214 

Longman,  A.,  Logan,  v.  Ft  D.  ft  O.,  undergrade 1900  217 

Loomis,  N.  D.,  Hedrick,  v.  Iowa  Central,  undergrade 1906  248 

Loop,  H.  D.,  Traer,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W..  open 1908  231 

Lynch.  P..  New  Hampton,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  undergrade 

1888,   701;   1889,   978;   1899  89 

Lyons,  P.,  Navan,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  undergrade 1899  64 

Madison,  C,  et  al.,  Cresco,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  open 1896  202 

Manley,  J.  C,  Orlnnell,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P. 1907  379 

Martens,  F.  W.,  Indlanola,  v.  C.  G.  W 1907  859 

Martin,  J.  H.,  Tripoli,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  protest  against  removing. . .  .1890  872 

Martin,  J.,  Bagley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  with  cattle  guards 1898  60 

Martin.  Josiah,  Bagley,   v.   C,  M.  ft  St   P.,   at  grade 1904  288 

Martens,  Wm.,  Churchvllle,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  undergrade 1906  291 

May,  James.  Russell,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  to  highway 1900  117 

Maxwell.  Isaac.  Indlanola,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  undergrade 1903  299 

Melssner.  John.  Reinbeck.  v.  C.  G.  W.,  replacing  of 1904  310 
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Mercer,  F.  M.»  Victor,  C,  R.  I.  ft  P..  condition  of  undergrade 1908  29T 

Meyer,   Arend,   Holland,   v.   B.,   C.    R.   ft   N..    undergrade 1897  70 

Meyers,  Mary,  Gladbrook,  v.  C.  G.  W 1906  810 

Miller,  James  T.,  Brlstow,  v.  Dub.  &  Dak.,  impassable  condition  of 1886  601 

Miller*  J.  H.,  Foster,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  to  highway 1900  184 

Miller,  et  al.,  Newton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  868 

Mills,   O.,   Lewis,   y.   C,   R.   I.   ft  P.,   undergrade 1901  602 

Morits,  George,  Storm  Lake,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  cattel  guards  at 1902  278 

Morrison,  D.,  Arthur,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  petition  to  repair  under 1891  791 

McClelland.  C,  Des  Moines,  v.  Inter-Urban  Railway 1908  268 

McDonald,  Thomas,  Bayard,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  overhead  farm.  .1886,587 ;  1889  86,975 

McDonald.  Thomas,  Bayard,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  board's  decision  discussed.  1892  28 

Supreme    Court's    opinion    in 1892  898 

McGonegle,  James,  Delmar,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  relocation 1900  191 

McGerr,  H.  J.,  WaU  Lake,  v.,  C.  ft  N.  W 1906  844 

McMillan,  H.  G.,   Cedar  Rapids,  y.   C,   St   P.,  M.  ft  0 1906  295 

Nargang,  S.  A.,  New  Hfiunpton,  y.  C.  G.  W.,  petition  for 1906  262 

Nemess,  Levi,  et  al.,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W 1906  306 

Neddermeyer,  G.  W.,  Charter  Oak,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  undergrade 1906  868 

Neff,  J.  W.,  Hedrick,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  overhead 1904  249 

Nelson,  Bertha,  Keokuk,  y.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  cattle  guards  at 1902  247 

Nelson,  A.,  Cambridge,  v.  D.  M.,  I.  F.  ft  N.,  undergrade 1906  262 

Nichols,  John,  Bast  Peru,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  undergrade 1902  271 

Nicola,  W.  B.,  Riverside,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for 1905  266 

Nolte,  C,  Sumner,  y.  C.  G.  W.,  undergrade  cattle  pass 1901  607 

Norton,  B.  P.,  Cresco,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  boards  decision  discussed 1890  916 

O'Brien,  P.  M.,  Letts,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  undergrade .1903  286 

Obye,   L.,    LohrviUe,   v.    C.    ft   N.    W.,   undergrade .'1900  106 

Overholt,  B.  S.,  Wyoming,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  petition  for  under 1893  218 

Owens,  John,  Clarkson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for 1906  268 

Pahie,  W.  A.,  Bagle  Grove,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1907  866 

Palmer,  John,  Knowlton,  C.  G.  W.,   improper  drainage 1903  826 

Parker,  C,  Fredericksburg,  «v.  C.  G.  W 1907  402 

Pease,  John,  Farragut  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for  reopening  farm 1893  222 

Peek,  J.  W.,   Truro,  v.   D.  M.   ft  K.  C,   open 1896,   193 ;    1900  112 

Peek,  J.  P..  Waterloo,  v.  W.,  C.  F.  ft  N 1906  367 

Petit,  Charles,  Storm  Lake,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  cattle  guard 1901  491 

Phipps,  A.   S.,  Farragut  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  open 1898  16 

Pine,  N.  A.,  Algona,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  undergrade 1898  48 

Poorbaugh,   H..   Colfax,   v.   C,   R.   L   ft  P.,   at  grade 1896  119 

Plato,  O.,  for  A.  Bartlett  Correction ville,  v.  111.  Cent,  open  crossing 1896  138 

Pratt   F.   B.,   Auburn,   v.   111.   Cent,   undergrade 1901  466 

Provan,  Bllzabeth,  Traer,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P..  overhead 1904  284 

Pryor,  A.  M.,  Leon,  v.  D.  M  ft  K.  C,  petition  for  farm 1891  811 

Reigard,  Chas.  I.,  Spirit  Lake,  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P.,  undergrade 1905  290 

Rice,  S.,  Shell  Rock,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  petition  for 1906  810 

Richardson,  Chas.  R,  Cambridge,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W 1906  316 

Richardson,  C.  A.,  Cambridge,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W 1907  887 

Rickey,  Joe  H.,  Mt  Pleasant  v-  C,  B.  ft  Q 1907  878 

Rimathe,  Casper,  Slater,  v.  C.   ft  N.  W.,  undergrade 1902  248 

Roadman,  Lucetta  B.,  DalryviUe,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  undergrade 1901  .     608 

Root  Charles  B.,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  cattle  guard 1903  211 

Ryan,  R.  B.  J.,  Lelghton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  over 1894  242 

Sackrider,  D.,  Maquoketa,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  undergrade 1900  135 

Sampson,  L.  1B1„  Altoona,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  open  crossing 1901  881 

Sargent,  O.  G.  Sr.,  Vinoennes,  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  with  cattle  guards 1901  627 

Scanlon,  Thomas,  Grafton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for  farm 1892  846 

Schachel,  Wm.,  Burlington,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1902  8.02 

Schade,  Conrad,  Glenwood,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  petition  to  leave,  underbrldge.1892  856 

Behrlmper,  Mrs.  F.,  Linn  Junction,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  undergrade 1897  129 
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Schrimper,  R  D.»  Robins,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  repairs  of 1902  295 

Schwab,   L.,   Momlngr   Sun,    v.   Iowa   Central,   undergrade 1900  196 

Sconce,  W.  P.,  Delphos,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  undergrade 1900  207 

Scott,  M.  v.,  Mechanicsvllle,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1903  292 

ShlfTer,  C.  E.,  Nodaway,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for  undergrade 1906  249 

Shirk,  B.  E.,  Marshalltown,  v.  Iowa  Central,  et  al.,  overhead 1904  295 

Smith  Bros,   Leon,   v.  C,   B.   ft  Q 1906  348 

Smith,  J.  H.,  Ira,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  petition  to  open  farm  crossing  as  per  con- 
tract     1893  231 

Smith,  B.  C,  Crown,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for  under  farm 1892  828 

Smith,  Mrs.  M.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  cattle  guard 1901  492 

Stanton.  Franklin,  Shenandoah,  O.  ft  St  L.,  dangerous 1898  75 

Stephens,  A.  C,  Glidden,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  petition  for  open  farm 1888  728 

Stevens,  Albert,  Acme,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  location  of 1902  293 

Stoxiffer,   a.   H.,  Marshalltown,   v.   C.   G.  W 1900  162 

Stoner,  M.  D.,  Iowa  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  C.  ft  S.,  undergrade 1903  313 

Stubbs,  Hedrick,  v.  B.  ft  W.,  condition  of 1900  206 

Sullivan,  Neil,  Afton,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  petition  for  undergrade 1906  260 

Sutton,   F.  M,  Marshalltown,   v.   C.   O.  W 1906  808 

Swain,  J.  W.,  Outhrle  county,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for  under. ..  .1893  241 

Swisher,  J.  W.  D.,  Slgoumey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.>  over 1896,  116 ;  1897  17 

Taylor,  W.  L.,  Sibley,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.  undergrade 1900  193 

Tlce,  F.  L.  J  H.,  Monroe,  C.»  R  I.  ft  P.,  with  cattle  guards 1902  276 

Trout,  B.  B.,  Reasoner,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  undergrade 1903  228 

TunnicllfCe,  Q.  bAA  C,  Bingham,  v.  O.  ft  St  L.,  petition  for  open 1893  214 

VanDomselaar,  M.,  Pella,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  undergrade 1908  232 

VanZante,  Tunis,  Otley,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  with  cattle  guard 1902  276 

Wacker,  H.,  Logan,  v.  Ft  D.  ft  O.,  location 1900  147 

Wakeman,  M.  A.,  Otho,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  taking  up  plank 1896  109 

Walleck,  S.  M,  Shambough,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for  open 1892  766 

Walsh,  J.   H.,   Dickens,  v.  C.  M  ft  St   P.,  bridge 1900  160 

Walters,  H.   F.,  Rockwell  City,  v.   IlL   Cent,  undergrade 1899  91 

Waltershied,  A.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C,  M.  ft -St  P.,  et  al.,  at  grade 1901  166 

Warfel,  B.  F.,  Washington,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  under,  for  stock 1895  237 

Wamock,  Alexander,  Slgoumey,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  petition  for  under. ..  .1892  807 

Wamock,  Alexander,   case,   petition  for  under 1893  18 

Wamock,  Alexander,  Slgoumey,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.  (test  case)  in  court..  189 3  171 
Wamock,    Alexander,    Slgoumey,    attorney   general's   rei>ort   concerning.  1896  xxxvlli 

Waters,  J.  S.,  Hudson,  v.  C.   G.  W 1906  331 

Weir,  John,  Sheldon,  v.  C,  St  P.  M.  ft  O.,  petition  for 1906  267 

Welday,  James,  Falrchlld,  v.  C.,  Ft,  M.  ft  D.  M,  open 1896  140 

Wessels,  John  A.,  Ackley,  v.  111.  Cent,  petition  for 1906  269 

Westbrook,  D.  H.,  et  al.,  Letts,  v.  M.  N.  ft  S.,  undergrade 1900  57 

decree  of  district  court  in     1900  66 
White,  Dr.  S.  S.,  Creston,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  protest  against  filling  under 

bridge    1893  218 

Wiley,  J.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  M  ft  St  L.,  cattle  guard 1901  490 

Wlllaon,  Isaac,  Henderson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  open ^ 1898  68 

Willson,  I.,  Henderson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  cattle  guard 1901  478 

Wilson,  W.  P.,  Blberson,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  condition  of  undergrade..  1901  606 

Witmer.  R  F.,  Polk  City,  ▼.  N.  ft  N.  W. 1907  878 

Wright  Geo.  C,  Knierim,  v.   111.   Cent,   et  al.,   undergrade 1901  467 

Yates,  T.  W.,  GUdden,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1906  817 

Zeller,  L.  F.,  et  al.,  Monticello,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P 1906  380 

Zuroher,  G.,  Farmersburg,  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1891  770 

CaomaxtQB,  Hkibwat — 

At  gxude,  their  construction  over  station  grounds  discussed 1893  16,166 

Dangeroos  operation  of  trains  at 1907  446 

Bxpense  of  relocation  must  be  borne  by  the  railroad  company,  opinion 

by  attorney  general 1889  1066 

Discussion   of    1896,    10;    1898,    7;    1899,    7;    1906  4 
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Legislation  Tocommended  1886,  60 ;  1889,  S9  ;  1891  44 

Jurisdiction   of  commlflsloners   In    ordering 1894,    172 ;    1898  7 

Should  railway  companies  grade  full  "^Idth  on  right  of  way 7 1896  196 

Undergrade    and    overhead   discussed    . . . . » 1900  4 

Recommendations    concerning    1901  6 

Petitions  for,  Complaints  Concerning — 

Ackley,  City  of,  v.  IlL  Cent,  reducing  grades  at  street  crossings. ..  .1906  266 

Adam.  W.  C,  Elma,  v.,  C.  O.  W.,  condition  of  imdergrade 1908  294 

Adams,  R.  M.,  road  supervisor,  Clarke  county,  C,  B.  ft  Q 1891  729 

Anderson,  William  M.,  St  Charles,  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  alley 1897  28 

Anderson,   Frank,   Dawson,   v.   C,   M.   ft   St   P.,   concerning  rights  of 

company    1898  64 

Arcadia,   town   of,   v.   C.   ft   N.-W.,   opening  street 1897  38 

Bafgfrechle,  William,  et  al.,  Arcadia,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  street  crossing.  .1892  847 

Bamum,  township  trustees,  v.  111.  Cent,  inadequate  overhead 1901  179 

Batavla,  town  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  unfit  condition  of  undergrade 1901  606 

.Baxter,  township  trustees  of,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  dangerous   1900  181 

Blnford,  J.  D.,  Allen's  Grove,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  unsafe  condition  of. . .  .1886  666 

Boatwright  Q.  X,  Hastle,  y.  Wabash,  petition  for  reopening  of 1892  887 

Buckley,  D..  New  Hampton,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  unfit  condition  of 1898  77 

Brighton,  ciUxens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  874 

Brooks,  M.,  et  al.,  Woodward,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  dangerous 1894  344 

Bryan,  J.  C,  Bouton,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  petition  for 1890  950 

Buck,   R.   A.,   et  al.,   State  Center,   v.   C.   &   N.   W.,   dangerous   street 

crossing    1903  251 

Buena  Vista  county,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  opening  crossing 1899  61 

Burch,  A.  M.,  road  supervisor,  Dixon,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N..  defective 1889  1081 

Calhoun  county,  supervisors  of,  v.  Growrle  ft  N.  W.,  Improper  constr'n.1900  152,176 

Carroll,  city  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  et  al.,  flagman 1904  229 

Carpenter,  for  board  of  supervisors.  Iowa  Falls,  v.  Ill  Cent.,  petition 

for 1 896  68 

Cedar  county,  supervisors  of.  v.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.,  dangerous 1899  52 

Cedar  Rapids,  township  trustees  of,,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.   P..  damages 1899  93 

Center  township.  Mills  county,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  dangerous  condition  of..  1885  578 

Centervllle,  B.  F.  Kendlg  of,  v.   Iowa  Central,  condition  of 1900  134 

Clark,  J.  S.,  Davis  City,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  opening  streets  across  right  of 

way    1892  832 

Coffin,  L.  S..  V.  111.  Cent,  and  M.  ft  St  L.,  dangerous  at  Ft.  Dodge 1883  713 

Comstock,  J.  L.,  et  al.,  Hardy,  v.   B..  C.  R.  ft  N.,  petition  for  street 

crossing    1896  182 

Cordell,  J.  L.,  road  supervisor,  Boone,  v.  D.  M..  N.  ft  W.,  petition  for.  .1893  226 

Corsant  Benj£imln,  et  al.,  Bagley.  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1898  208 

Corwlth,  citizens  of,  v.  M.  &  St.  L.,  petition  for 1886  692 

Crawford,  M.  A.,  Giard.  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  plank 1897  148 

Creighton.  M.  C,  Madrid,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  overhead  street 1901  491 

Davenport  township  trustees  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P..  dangerous 1900  118 

Davis,  Geo.  W.,  mayor  of  Hastings,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  flagman  at 1892  831 

Davis,  Li.  B..  Brldgewater,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for 1894  311 

Dennis,  J.  B.,  Traer,  v.  B..  C.  R.  ft  N..  dangerous 1903  226 

Desoto,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.     P 1906  297 

Dicker,  F.  B.,  CorrectlonvlUe,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  relocation  of  highway. .  .1891  799 

Dodd,  Andrew,  Traer,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1882  628 

Dundee,  supervisors  of,  v.  C.  G.  W..  establishment  of 1900  208 

Durant,  town  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  warning  bell  at 1902  260 

Eiler,  Daniel,  mayor  of  Ackley,  v.  III.  Cent,  condition  of 1904  267 

Elkport  town  of,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  plank 1897  143 

Bmmet  county,  board  of  supervisors  of,  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  v 1907  449 

Brickson,  Brick,  Pickering,  v.  Iowa  Central,  cattle  guards 1903  238 

Bsthervilla,  city  of ,  v.  M.  ft  St  L .1907  867 

Felton.  J.  B.,  supervisor.  New  Virginia,  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  defective. .  .1892  789 
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Ferguson,  W.  P.,  county  attorney,  Page  county,  Shenandoah,  for  board 
of    supervisors,    v.    C,    B.    ft   Q.,    petition     for     highway     crossing, 

189S,    262  :    1894  172 

Fockler,  Joe,  Fayette,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P. 1900  126 

Ft  Dodge,  city  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  M.  ft  St  K,  overhead  street. .  .1892  802 

Ft  Dodge,  H.  M.  Orlffln  et  al.,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  viaduct 1904  222 

Francis,  P.  EL,  Cedar  Rapids,  Inquiry  as  to  duty  of  railway  company  as 

to  grade   1895  196 

Frantx,  S.  O.,  Blalrstown,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  for 1894  815 

French,  D.  A.,  road  supervisor.  Rowan,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  petition  for.  1892  864 
Funk,  J.  H.,  Iowa  Falls,  v.  IlLCent,  dangerous  and  dark  street  crossing.  1896  69 
Oafford,    Joseph,    Burlington,    v.    Citizens   of   Murray,    dangerous    ob- 
struction    1887  687 

Ofunbell,  W.  C,  Slgoumey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  condition  of  overhead 1903  819 

Qllmore,  F.  C,  North  McGregor,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  428 

Oraff,  N.  H.,  Granville,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  dangerous  street  crossing 1896  128 

Grand  Junction,   citizens  of,   v.   C.   ft  N.   W 1907  416 

Gilbert  town  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  to  open  street 1906  297 

Gettlnger,  G.  J.,  Charlton,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  establishment  of 1900  210 

Grlffln,  H.  M.  et  al.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1904  222 

Harlan,  O.  F.,  Richland,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  condition  of  undergrade. .  .1903  298 

HavUand,  D.  A.,  Ft.  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  and  111.  Cent,  dangerous.  1886  609 

Hersom,  H.,  Diagonal,  v.  H.  ft  S.,  highway 1894  251 

Hill  ft  Hall,  Wesley,  v.  C.  It,  G.  ft  N.  W.,  street  crossings  In  Tltonka.  .1899  110 

HlUyard,  P.,  New  London,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  overhead 1903  241 

Hlnman,   Q,   N.,   Belmond,   v.   C.   G.   W 1907  866 

Huber,  S.  C,  Tama,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  relocation  of 1904  816 

Hudnutt  B.  £2.,  et  al.,  Camforth,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1903  278 

Hunt  C.  H.,  Shell  Rock,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N..  out  of  repair 1901  462 

Hutchinson,  Wm.,  attorney  for  Sioux  county  supervisors,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W., 

undergrade   1896  71 

Hutchinson,  Wm.,  attorney  for  Sioux  county,  v.  S.  C.  ft  N.,  crossing 

near   Maurice    : 1897  69 

Iowa  Falls,  city  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  flagman  at  crossings 1906  292 

Iowa  Falls,  city  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  lighting  of  streets 1906  362 

Ira,   town  of,   v.   C.   G.   W 1907  366 

Jasper  County,  citizens  of,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  dangrerous  street 1906  293 

Independence  township,  Jasper  county,  trustees- of,  v.  W.  I.  ft  N.,  imsafe.1886  543 

Johnson,  Hiram,  Casey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overhead 1903  241 

Johnson,  H.,  Casey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  petition  for 1895  165 

Jones,    Orel.   Loveland,    v.    111.    Cent 1907  424 

Jost,  F.  J.,  mayor  of  Remson,  v.  111.  Cent,  defective  street 1892  839 

Keep,  Fred  A.,  Rock  Rapids,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  dangerous  highway 1884  596 

Kendlg,  B.  F.,  road  supervisor,  Centervllle,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  undergrade.  1898  78 

Klnkead.  A.  W.,  Mt  Pleasant  v.  St  L.,  K  ft  N.  W.,  overhead,  defective.  1889  1086 

Klsor,    C.   T.,    Oskaloosa,    v.    la.    Cent 1907  427 

Kithcart  J.,  et  al.,  Brldgewater,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  petition  for 1892  841 

Kossuth  county,  R.  A.  Lyons  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1900  178 

Kossuth  county,  supervisors  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  location  of 1901  485 

Kublsh,  M.  A.,  county  supervisor.  Ft  Madison,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  es- 
tablishment  of    1902  278 

Lamoille,  trustees  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  imflt  conditions  of 1896  170 

Latham,  Fred,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  111.  Cent  et  al.,  obstructing  view  of 1890  847 

Laubach,  H.,  Goldfleld,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  highway 1894  264 

Lestina,  road  supervisors,  Froellch,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  overflow  of 1897  119 

Lewis,  S.  B.,  Barlham,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  relocation  of 1904  822 

Louisa  county,  supervisors,  v.  Iowa  Central,  undergrade 1896  84 

Long  Creek  township,  Van  Wert  v.  H.  ft  S.,  overhead,  too  low 1897  124 

Loveland,  city  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W '. 1906  382 
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Luther,   C.    D.,   road   supervisor,    Marcus,    v.   111.   Cent,   grading   road 

crossing     1893  246 

Manchester,  city  of,  v.  111.  Cent.,  dangerous 1902  261 

Manly,  J.  C,  Grinnell,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  overhead 1906  872 

Marshall  county,  supervisors  of,  v.  C,  N.  ft  W.,  petition  for  new  high- 
way crossing  on  relocation  of  highway 1889  1064 

Marshall  county,  D.  W.,  Hayne  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  repair  of 1900  205 

McCam,  C.  A.,  Princeton,  v.  D.,  R.  I.  &  N.  W.,  dangerous 1901  386 

McCaughan,  R.  L.,  Carlisle,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q 1907  446 

McGregor,  city  of,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St.  P.,  over-crossing  on  highway 1889  1009 

McKlmpson,  L..,  Thayer,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  peUUon  for 1897  112 

Merrltt,  George  H.,  Glldden,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  put  In 1886  669 

Meyers,  W.  W.,  Lamoille,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  condiUon  of  approaches 1896  169 

Manbeck,  C.  T.,  Berwick,  v.  D.  M.,  L  F.  ft  N.,  overhead 1903  247 

Miles,  J.  B.,  et  al..  New  Boston,  v.  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F.,  undergrade 1903  302 

Miller,  Emory  J.,  Mt  Pleasant,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  3S0 

Mystic,  town  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  dangerous 1906  280 

Mltchellville,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  street  across  station  grounds 1894  868 

Molsberry,  M.  M.,  Clarksvllle,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  highway  crossing 1896  129 

Moon,  C.  H.,  Ackworth,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  dangerous  approach  to 1889  1047 

Moon,  N.  B.,  Clarinda,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  failure  to  furnish 1882  487 

Moralee.  O.,  AlUson,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  petition  for  two  highways.  ..1891  817 

Mouw,  B.,  et  al.,  Sioux  Center,  v.  S.  C.  ft  N..  dangerous 1896  110 

Murray,  ciUzens  of.  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  obstruction  of  view  at  highway. .  .1886  566 

Nagle,  Conrad,  supervisor,  Odebolt  ▼.  C.  ft  N.-W..  defective  highway.  1892  827 

Neola,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  overhead  street  crossings.  .1892  805 

Newmarket,  city  council  of,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  street  crossing 1906  264 

New  Sharon,  town  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  improper  condition  of 1908  258 

Nicholas,   James,   road   supervisor.   Hilton   township.   Iowa  county,   v.      ^ 

C,  M.  ft  St  P..  dangerous  crossing  near  highway.  Williamsburg 1891  795 

Owens.  U.  R.,  Richards,  v.  IlL  Cant,  excavation 1900  205 

Page    county,  supervisors  of.  t.  C.  R  ft  Q..  Jurisdiction  of  commission       ' 

in  establishing  highway  crossing I894  172 

Paige.  M.  S..  Belmond.  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  flagman  at  crossing 1900  164 

Pape.  Thoa  M..  Hillsboro.  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q..  peUUon  for  street 1906  297 

Parsons,  James.  Gait  v.  C,  It  I.  ft  P..  dangerous  street 1906  287 

Paul.  L.  H.,  Wyomhig,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  condition  of 1908  296 

Pofflnberger,  A.,  Marshall  county,  v.  C.  G.  W..  highway 1898  202 

Polk  county,  citizens  of.  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  protest  against  dangerousl887  718 

Portland  township.  Algona,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W..  petition  for 1894  261 

Pottawattamie   county,   citizens   of,    C.    M.    ft   St    P.   and   C.    R.    I. 

ft  P..  better  approaches  to 1892  786 

Pottawattamie  county  v.  O.  ft  St  L..  petition  to  repair 1893  206 

Poweshiek  county,  supervisors  of,  et  al.,  v.  C,  R.  L  ftp 1907  367 

Prairie  township,  board  of  trustees.  Metz.  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  condition  of.  1906  316 

Pundt,  F.,  Iowa  county,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for....  1893,  260;  1894  314 

Ransom,  W.  H.,  Van  Wert  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1907  486 

Raymond,  J.  C,  Algona,  v.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N..  opening  of 1897  61 

Raymond.  J.  C.  Algona,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  open 1898  71,  76 

Raymond  ft  Raymond,  Algona,  v.  R,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  at  grade 1898  64 

Redmond,  J.  M.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W..  electric  signal  for 1893  187 

Reed.  C.  A.,  Menlo,  inquiry  concerning  approaches  to  highway  crossing.  1901  609 

Rockwell  City,  incorporated  town  of.  v.  D.  M..  N.  ft  W..  street  crossing.  1898  47 

Rogers,  F.  R,  et  al.,  Brltt  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1886  629 

Rogers,  H.  A.,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W..  petition  for 1887  777 

Rolfes,  Herman,  Neola,  v.  Ft  D.  ft  O.,  dangerous 1903  301 

Ruehle,  Charles,  Ruthven,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  repairs  on,  drainage,  etc..  1894  308 

Russell,  John  W.,  et  al.,  Kllduff,  v.  Central  Iowa,  petition  for 1884  627 

Russell,  town  of,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  establishment  of  street 1900  204 

sidewalk   1900  167 
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Ruthven.  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  over  station  grounds 1886  661 

Schelb,  W.  T.,  Baldwin,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  undererrade  street 1901  506 

Schooler,  Peter,  Summerset,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  highway 

crossing    1886  690 

Shannon,  B.  S.,  Jamaica,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  opening  of  streets 1902  270 

Sherrlck,  James  M.,  et  al..  Crouton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1903  270 

Sherman,  J.  P.,  Elmore,  Minn.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  obstruction  by  trains.  1906  374 

Simpson,  J.  H.,  Rock  Valley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1895  226 

Sioux  County,  supervisors  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  undergrade 1896  71 

Sprague,  J.  F.,  Russell,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  complaint  should  show  what 

street  1898  42 

Steamboat  Rock,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  street  crossing  at  grade.  1896  82 

StllweU,  G.  W.,  Stilwell,  v.  Iowa  Cent 1906  866 

Storm  LAke,  city  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  opening  of  street 1902  230 

Storm  Lake^  city  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  opening  of 1904  245 

Supervisors  of  Story  county,  v.  D.  M.,  I.  F.  ft  N.,  proper  construc- 

Uon   of    1902  271 

Thomas,  A.  D.,  Fredericksburg,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  across  station  grounds.  1893  156 

Thrap,  F.  J.,  Coin,  v.  O.  ft  St  K,  Improper  condition  of 1902  242 

Titonka*  on  C.  R,  G.  ft  N.  W.,  opening  street  In 1899  110 

Tomllnson,  I.  EL,  Albla,  v.  Iowa  Central  et  al.,  condition  of 1903  299 

Turner,  John,  supervisor,  Lenox,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  petition  for 1892  826 

Tyler,  Samuel,  Dee  Moines,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  opening  street 1908  267 

Union  township,  Boone  ooimty,  trustees  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  K,  defective.  1886  684 

Vincent  Leon,  et  aL,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  D.  ft  S.  C.  (Hi.  Cent),  overhead.  .1893  148 

Walnut  township,  trustees  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  overhead 1899  64 

Wall  Lake  township  trustees  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  bridge  over  stream 1900  141 

Wall  Lake  township  trustees  v.  111.  Cent,  overhead 1900  216 

Waverly,  near,  on  C.  G.  W.,  out  of  repair 1901  526 

Wells,  L.,  township  clerk.  Mallard,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for 1892  801 

Wetter,  H.  C,  Muddy,  v.  G.  ft  N.  W.,  Improper  construction 1900  176 

White,  B.  C,  Harlan,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  dangerous 1906  808 

Wlckersham,  F.  G.,  Capron,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  dangerous 1902  229 

Wilson,  N.  B.,  Linn  Junction,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  dangeroiis 1903  229 

Woodford,  C.  S.,  road  supervisor.  Clay,  v.  Iowa  C^nt,  petition  for....  1895  148 

Wulff,  H.  J.,  county  supervisor,  Davenport  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  relocation  of  .1902  246 

Yates,  William,  Glldden,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  for  and  cattle  guard..  1884  568 

Yoders,  W.  N.,  Ankeny,  v.  C.  G.  W. 1907  414 

Zenor,  W.  H.,  road  supervisor,  Ontario,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  for....  1894  820 
Zurcher,    supervisor,    Farmersburg,   v.    C,   M.    ft   St    P.,   approach   to 

bridge    1906  314 

Crossing  at  Station  Grounds — See  Obatruction;  also,  Croasinffs,  JBiffhway. 
CR06SIN0S  Blockaded  bt  Trains — See  Obatruction  Btreeta, 
Crossino — Strxbt — Blockadb  with  Trains — See  Obatruction. 
Cbobbimg — Stbbbv — See  Croaainffa,  Highway, 
Crossino  Stops — 

Adel,  citizens  of,  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft  D.,  failure  to  let  passengers  off 1882  668 

Altoona,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  stop  at  intersection 1894  181 

Bennett  L.  D.,  Mason  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  failure  to  stop 1892  866 

Boyd,  J.  L.,  Hemdon,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  failure  to  stop 1884  696 

Carr,  C.  W.,  et  aL  Dow  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  failure  to  stop  at  Aiion 1894  380 

Doughty,  B.  F.,  and  C.  W.  Carr,  Dow  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to 

stop    1894  330 

Densmore,  N.,  Rockwell,  v.  Central  Iowa,  failure  to  stop 1882  629 

Foster,  W.  J.,  ClarksvlUe,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  failure  to  stop 1884  646 

CBOflsiNa — ^Railroad— 

Adeqiiate,  should  be  defined  by  legislative  enactment 1892  29 

At  grade,  dangerous 1892  28 

At  grade,  discussed   1888,  23  ;   1899  10 

At  grade,  laws  of  various  states  concerning 1887  711 
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CB088INO— Railroad— OoniintMd. 

Connection  at  srade   ; . . .  1884  79 

Crossing  over  railroad,  what  constitutes  *'an  adequate  crossing" 1893  23 

Facilities  for  interchange  of  passengers  and  freight  at 1906  8 

Intersecting   1881  78 

Requirements  concerning  stopping  of  trains  at 1884  88 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Cm  F.  M.  ft  D.  M.  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  9t  L.,  K.  ft  N.  W.,  petition  for 

grade   1890  92S 

C.  ft  N.-W.  V.  S.  C.  ft  N.,  protest  against  grade  at  Maurice 1889  1014 

C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  V.   C,  St   P.  and  K.  C.   at  grade 1887  736 

C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  V.  Cm  F.  M.  ft  D.  M.  and  D.  ft  S.  C,  at  grade  at  Ldberty- 

vllle     1892  743 

C.»  R.  I.  ft  P.  V.  D.,  I.  ft  D.,  in  Muscatine  county 1888  829 

Humeston  ft  Shen.  v.  C.,  St.  P.  ft  K.  C,  at  grade 1887  709 

111.  Cent  and  Cedar  Falls  ft  Minn.  v.  Waverly  Short  Line,  et  aL,  at 

grade   1886  576 

IlL  Cent  V.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  at  Storm  Lake 1899  101 

111.  Cent  V.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  at  Arion 1899  102 

Lake  Manawa  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  at  grade  in  city 1887  789 

Law   requiring  discussed 1884  86 

Mason  City  ft  Ft  Dodge  v.  Crooked  Creek,  at  grade 1887  732 

Sutherland  and  Paullina,  citizens  of,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  at  grade. . .  .1887  764 

Webster  City  ft  C.  C  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  arbitration 1886  698,601 

CuLiiOM  INYBSTIOATION  COMMiTTSB  from  United  states  Senate 1885  32 

DAMAGES  TO   Propkrtt  when   shipped   at   owner's   risk,   company   not 

liable  when  less  rate  is  given  in  consideration  of  such  release 1890  878 

see  also  Owner  Biak, 

Damages   Resulting  prom   Failukb  to   Regbivb   Cabs   fob   Shipments — 
see  Failure  to  fumiah  oare. 

Damages  fbom  Fibe  Set  bt  Engine — see  also  Fires  Set  by  Engine. 

Damages — 

Allee,  S.  R.,  Lynnville.  v.  Iowa  Cent,  delay  in  handling  poultry 1891  769 

Ashbum,  J.  M.,  Lamoni,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  delay  in  furnishing  car  for  stock.  1889  989 

Axmann,  John,  Dedham,  v.  C.>  M.  ft  St  P.,  neglect  of  stock  in  transit. . .  .1889  1049 

Ayers  ft  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  goods  broken  interstate 1882  416 

Babcock,  O.  E.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft  D.,  for  right  of  way.  .1886,  548  ;  1886  623 
Bangs,  A.  A.,   Dows,  v.   C,   St  P.,  M.   ft  O.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  delay  In 

transit  1891  776 

Bazeley,  B.,  Paullina,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  claims  for  adltional  right  of  way.  .1887  702 
Beach,  A.  B.,  PattersonvlUe,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  delay  of  agricultural  im- 
plements     1884  508 

Beck,  M.,  Marcus,  v.  111.  Cent,  butter,  lack  of  refrigerator  car 1893  202 

Beeson,  R.  B.,  PattersonvlUe,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  et  al,  delay  of  live  stock.  1883  726 

Benedict  George,  Maxwell,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  to  oil  in  transit 1882  568 

Bloch,  M.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  delay  in  forwarding  sample  trunk.  1892  858 

Bond,  N.  J.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. . .  .1882  451 

Bousquet  H.  F.,  Pella,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  to  goods  in  transit 1882  685 

Brodsky,  L.,  Plover,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  to  hay  in  transit  on  account  of  delay  1889  1080 

Brown,  G.  H.,  Pilot  Mound,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  failure  to  fence 1884  499 

Brown,  H.  C,  Dumont  v.  C.  G.  W.,  live  stock  killed  in  transit,  claims  for.  1898  207 

Brown,  W.  R.,  Walllngford,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  delay  of  live  stock 1883  687 

Bulla  ft  Hammer,  Macedonia,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  delay  in  delivery 1883  620 

Butx  Broa  ft  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  delay  of  fruit  in  transit. . .  .1886  491 

CafPrey,  J.  T.,  et  al.,  Zearing,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  claim  for 1906  332 

Campbell,  Daniel,  Blencoe,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  owner's  risk..  1882  465 

Campbell,  F.  R.,  Sheffield,  v.  Iowa  Cent 1905  284 

Cassady  ft  Whiting,  Whiting,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  death  of  hogs  in  transit. . .  .1887  766 

Chllds,  H.  A.,  Lenox,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  to  goods  In  transit 1887  762 

Chapin,  W.  E.,  Des  Moines,  y.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  carried  past  station 1887  759 
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Chantland»  Thomas,  Badarer,  y.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  delay  of  live  Btock 188&  BSl 

Clark,  Rev.  S.  F.»  Nassau,  t.  B.,  C.  R.,  ft  N.,  ejectment  from  train 1887  fOC 

Conry,  Pat,  Paton,  v.  M.  ft  St  U,  elaim  for l»et  889 

Currier,  J.  P..  Melrose,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  delay  of  grrain  la  transit 1883  687 

Cutler  ft  Libidon,  Rockford,  t.  B..  C.  R.  ft  N:,  delay  in  transit 1883  886 

Dewey,  W.  W.,  Mt  Ayr.  v.  C.  G.  W.,  claim  for 1906  830 

Doyle,  Charles  T.,  Paaora,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  delay  of  houseliold  goods. ..  .1883  888 

Duffus  ft  Currouffh,  Maleom,  v.  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  goods  broken  in  transit.  1891  789 

Barle,  W.  C,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  delay  in  handling  live  stock..  1883  719 

Baton,  M.  W.,  Waukon,  v.  C,  11  A  St  P.,  delay  of  live  stock  In  transit.  .1886  655 

Baton,  M.  W.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  ut  Jb'.,  to  live  stock  in  transit 1887  741 

Flanders,  M.  D.,  Hamiltoa,  ▼.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  breakage    of    machinery    In 

transit  1889  1044 

Glover,  H.  B.  ft  Co.,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  delay  in  iriiipping  goods.  1883  692 

Goodwin,  Mrs.  P.,  Traer,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  delay  and  detention  of  baggage.  1888  645 

Haddock,  &  G.,  Homick,  v.  C,  M.  ft  9t.  P.,  broken  tombstone 1907  898 

Hall,  James,  Milo,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  burning  of  hedge  by  section  men 1883  658 

Hanger,  J.,  et  al.,  Sac  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  changing  grade  of  side  track.  .1890  988 

Hanna,  J.  Q.,  Goldfleld,  v.  C.  ft  N.<W.,  violation  of  right  of  way  contract.  1882  422 

Harris,  H.  W.,  Perry,  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft  D.,  stock  killed  on  highway  crossing.  1883  894 

Haskins,  A.  N.,  BstherviUe,  v.  R,  C  R.  ft  N.,  Are  from  loeomotlve 1883  641 

Heiser,  N.   ft  Son,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.   P.,   damage  to  goods  in 

transit 1892  882 

Hexter,  David,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  perishable  freight 1892  857 

Hoeck,  C.  H.,  Marshalltown,  v.  Wab.  West,  private  claim 1889  1088 

Hoefer,  L.,  Kearney,  Neb.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  U.  P.,  goods  in  transit. .  .1883  781 

Hoffnoan,  M.  P.,  Redding,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  live  stock  died  in  transit 1884  504 

Homaday,  C.  A.,  UnlonvUle,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  deliver  freight. .  .1882  481 

Hughey  ft  Son,  Wirt  v.  H.  ft  S.,  lack  of  refrigerator  car 1884  584 

Hull,  J.  B.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  negligence  and  damage 1881  187 

Humphrey,  J.  M.,  Lovilla,  v.  W.,  St  L.  A  P.,  to  live  stock  at  highway. . .  .1887  697 

Hutton  ft  Durette,  Randolph,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  to  stock  in  transit 1882  421 

Jesmer  ft  Day,  Clark,  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P.,  delay  in  forwarding  merchandise.  1884  584 

Johnson,  S.  B.,  Richland,  v.  Central  Iowa  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  to  eggs 1884  648 

Johnston,  W.  F.,  Toledo,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  delay  and  de- 
cline In  price 1885  554 

Kline,  Bennett  Manson,  v.  111.  Cent,  to  coal  thrown  from  car 1896  144 

Lane,  V.  R.,  West  Liberty,  v.  C,  It  I.  ft  P.,  to  automobile  in  transit 1907  419 

Lucey,  Leo  J.,  Breda,  v.  111.  Cent,  to  overcoat 1906  804 

Leech,  J.  F.,  Mt  Pleasant  concerning  contract  of  release  from  liability 

from  damage  by  fire 1897  165 

Majors,  C.  V.,  with  Omaha  Rubber  Co.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  delay  of  baggage.  .1891  787 

Maple,  B.  B.,  Clarinda,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  from  fire  by  lightning 1886  660 

Marshall  ft  Son,  Chariton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  to  butter,  delay  in  transit 1882  497 

Matthews,  William  R.,  Sully,  v.  Central  Iowa,  right  of  way  damage. ..  .1887  768 

McCoskey,  J.  K.,  Onawa,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  to  stove  pipe  from  water 1884  699 

McCracken,  C.  S.,  Rock  Valley,  v.  Adams  Bx.  Co.,  to  books  In  transit 1892  858 

McNaughton,  M.  N.,  VlUisca,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  stock  drowned  by  back  water.  1887  766 

Mead,  S.  K.,  Rockwell  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  erroneous  delivery  of  goods.. .  1892  868 

Melrose,  N.  M.,  Goldfleld,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  deliver  at  station 1884  660 

Mlley,  Bli.  Benton,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  injury  to  stock  in  transit 1898  288 

Moiling,  Frank,  Milwaukee,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  to  goods  in  transit 1896  84 

Nlckson,  John,  Wacousta,  v.  C.  A  N.-W.,  to  stock  in  transit 1888  574 

Ottens,  J.  H.,  Bellevue,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  claim  for  killing  cow .1906  813 

Paynes  Creamery,  Klngsley,  v.  C.  A  N.-W.,  to  butter  in  transit 1906  814 

Peterson,  Thos.  J.,  Titonka,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  to  hay  in  transit 1906  894 

Raff.  Peter,  Maxwell,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  to  goods  in  transit 1883  680 

Reld,  Ghas.,  Wessington,  Dak.  Ter.,  v.  B.,  C.  R  A  N.,  for  personal  lniury.1883  679 
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Richie,  W.  S.,  Muscatine,  y.  B.»  C.  R.  &  N.,  delay  of  melons  in  transit.  ..1882  418 

Richie,  W.  S.,  Muscatine,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  erroneous  delivery  of  oats. . .  .1884  507 

Robinson,  William,  Ft  Dodgre,  v.  111.  Cent,  damage  to  potatoes  in  transit.  1889  1069 

Royoe,  L.,  Malcom,  v.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  damage  to  machinery  in  transit. . .  .1888  836 
Runyon,  A.  O.,  Webster  City,  v.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.,  expiration  of  excursion 

ticket     1885  566 

Shanks  ft  Coates^  West  Mitchell,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  et  al.,  to  perishable  goods.  1883  660 
Shanks  ft  Coates,  West  Mitchell,  v.  Central  Iowa,  to  goods  in  transit  re- 
fusal of  carriers  to  comply  with  board's  decision 1884  539 

Shepard  Bros.,  Frultland,  y.  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  delay  in  forwarding  melons..  1889  1031 

Sibley  ft  Co.,  State  Center,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  to  eggs  frosen  in  transit 1889  1030 

Smith,  C.  W.,  Belmond,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  snow  drifting  into  car  of  oats.  1888  672 

Snow,  E.  Orinnell,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  to  goods  in  transit 1884  611 

Steyens^  Charles,  Donellson,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  potatoes 

frozen    1892  861 

Sylvester  A  Topliff,  Davis  county,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  goods  lost  and  broken. .  .1892  831 
Thompson,  Geo.   P.,  Fonda,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.   et  al.,  breakage  in 

transit   1906  372 

Thompson,  Oeo.  P.,  Fonda,  v.  111.  Cent 1906  368 

Tucker  A  Sims,  Bussey,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  to  goods  in  transit 1896  136 

Vorse,  Frank  W.,  Dee  Moines,  v.  Wabash,  St  L.  ft  P.  et  al.,  goods  lost.  .1888  692 

Walton,  Charles,  Paton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  to  merchandise  in  transit 1888  716 

Walton,  Charles,  Paton,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  for  injury  to  goods  in  transit.  .1890  874 
Wasson,  J.  A.,  Roscoe,  Kan.,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  on  account  of  delay  in 

transit   1883  666 

Way  ft  Plckard,  Iowa  Falls,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  from  failure  to  furnish 

cars    1883  659 

Wilbur  ft  Cook,  Mt  Ayr,  v.  H.  ft  S.,  erroneous  billing,  shipment  missent.  .1889  1037 

Williams,  V.  J.  ft  Co.,  Dubuque,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  to  goods  in  transit 1883  628 

Wilson,  J.  F.,  Jolley,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  fire  set  by  section  men 1897  160 

Wilson,  Oeo.  S..  Berlin,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  to  goods  in  transit 1905  292 

Windell,  W.  S.,  Castalia,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  carried  past  station 1892  862 

Wlshard,  W.  H.,  Wellman,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  to  goods  in  transit 1898  57 

Withington,  H.  H.,  Toledo,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  to  live  stock.  1882  641 

Woodman,  A.  J.,  Russell,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  to  sheet  iron  by  water 1884  668 

Woren,  H.  A.,  Belknap,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  in  handling  butter 1884  686 

Dangbboub  Crossing,  Eubctric  Signals  at — see  Electric  Bignala. 

Dakobrous  Location  or  Dbpot — see  Obstruction  to  View  of  ETiffhway  Oroseing. 

Davbnport,  Shippers  of.  Complaint  of  on  Ratbs — see  Rates. 

DSGRBABB  or  Ratbs — See  Rates. 

Dbtinition  or  Switch — see  Bwitoh. 

DsLAT  in  Transit — see  Dttmage. 

Ames,  M.  J.,  Marcus,  v.  Illinois  Central,  in  handling  live  stock 1904  268 

Anderson,  Chas.  EL,  Cylinder,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  household  goods 1905  312 

Barfoot,  G..  Ayrshire,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  coal 1903  277 

Beatrice  Creamery  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  of  cream  shipments.  .1907  429 

»ron  ft  McKay,  Waucoma,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  flour.  1892  866 

Barnes,  W.  H.,  Chester,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  carrying  freight  past  station.  1906  378 

Blanch,  John  S.,  Nugent  v.  111.  Cent,  in  delivering  goods 1886  622 

Brodsl^,  L.,  Plover,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  damage,  to  hay  on  account  of  delay.  1889  1080 

Butz  Bros,  ft  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  delay  In  fruit  shipments. .  .1886  491 
Cameron,  W.  W.,  Mason  City.  v.  Central  Iowa,  et  al.,  damages  to  live 

stock '. 1888  724 

Campbell  ft  Mehlmann,  Massena,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  in  handling  loaded  cars.  1889  1016 

CampbeU,  F.  M.,  Randolph,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q 1900  162 

Casey  ft  Dolan,  Qriswold,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  in  shipment  of  live  stock 1887  782 

Coad,  N.  G.  O.,  Hull,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  in  oil  shipments 1896  114 

Coad,  N.  G.  O.,  Hull,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P..  of  car  of  gaaoUne 1907  437 

Bills,  A.  E.,  Decatur  City,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  stock  shipments 1904  261 

Evans,  A.  ft  Co.,  Onawa,  v.  K  C,  St  J.  ft  C.  B.,  household  goods 1886  481 
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Ft  Dodge  Stoneware  Co.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1904  278 

Germar,  Otto,  Volga  City,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  of  lime 1905  80» 

Gillette,  A.  H.,  Ft  Madison,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.  et  al.,  of  hoiisehold  goods. . .  .1889  1048 

Ooeppinger,  L.  &  H.,  Boone,  v.  C.  &  N.  W 1907  411 

Great  Western  Fuel  Co.,  Gilmore,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  shipment  of  coal.  ..1887  €91 
Hancock,  John  T.  ft  Sons,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  of  merchandise 

In  transit   1880  10* 

Hancock,  John  T.  ft  Son,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.,  delay  in  transit. . .  .1884  621 

Hemenway,  V.  C,   Spirit  Lake,  v.   C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  400 

Hobart,  C.  A.,  Defiance,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  coal 1900  17S 

Holcomb,  T.  B.  A  Sons,  Muscatine,  v.  M.,  N.  ft  S 1906  861 

Home  Lumber  Co.,  South  English,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  car  of  sand 1906  368 

Judge,  J.  T.,  Carroll,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  of  tent  in  transit 1896  160- 

Kelley,  J.  W.  ft  Son,  Osceola,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  handling  coal 1885  518 

Knyper,  A.  N.,  Pella,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  of  car  of  cement 1907  448 

Kreutzer   ft   Wasem,    Marshalltown,    v.    la.    Cent 1907  421 

Light  H.  C.  ft  Co.,  Brooklyn,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  coal 1903  278 

Loonan  Lbr.  Co.,   Sioux  Falls,  v.  Gt  Nor.,  of  shipment  of  shingles. ..  .1907  418 

Lucey,  John  J.,  Jr.,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  damage  on  account  of 1902  242 

McAuley  Lumber  Co.,  Osceola,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  coal  shipment 1903  277 

McConnell,  &  R.  ft  J.  C,  Burlington,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  delay  transporting 

and    delivering    goods 1892  861 

McDonald,  T.  B.,  Lovlllla,  t.  Wabash  Western,  in  delivery  of  goods. .  ..1888  716 

Martens,  B.  H.,  Webster  City,  v.  M.  ft  St  L. 1907  448 

Moody,  H.  H.,  Greeley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  account  of  strike 1888  707 

O'Brien,  M.  P.,  BOnross,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P. 1907  378 

O'Neal,  Felix  ft  Co.,  Aurella,  v.  ni.  Cent,  In  transit 1884  578 

Oelwein,  delay  in  stock  shipments  at  on  C.  G.  W 1905  28^ 

Pattee,  Charles,  Pocahontas,  -vs.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  in  coal  shipment 1908  28^ 

Pierce  ft  Glass,  Wlnfleld,  v.  B.  ft  N.-W.,  in  shipment  of  tile 1899  90- 

Resmoldson,  Joseph,  Primghar,  v.  111.  Cent 1904  28^ 

Roberts,  Virgil,  Knoxville,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  nursery  stock 1900  191 

Rhodes,  A.,  Rhodes,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  In  receiving  butter 1898  74 

Sanford,  W.  H.,  Amber,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  in  handling  merchandise. ..  .1892  79ft 

Schnepf,  M.,  Bast  Blkport  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  in  handling  freight 1899  78 

Shepard  Bros.,  Fruitland,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  in  transporting  melons 1889  1031 

Souers  ft  Langdon,  Grundy  Center,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  In  shipment  of  coal.  1905  282 

Southall,  Wm.,  ft  Sons,  Pierson,  v.  C.  N.  W..  coal 1908  277 

Spies  ft  Son,  Graettlnger,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  declining  stock  market. ..  .1892  866 

Spurgln,  W.  C,  Jamaica,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  43> 

Toft  K.,  Esthervllle,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  damage  to  live  stock  on  account  of.  1888  760- 

Tube  Rose  Creamery,  Coming,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  of  butter  In  transit. ..  .1888  739 

Wllmer,  F.  R.  ft  Son.  Mingo,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  In  handling  goods...  1892  84» 

DsuvniT,   What   CoNSTrrurxB 1885  66( 

Dbkttrraos — 

Beblngton,   George,  Council  Bluffs,   time  allowed  for  loading 1892  848 

Brown,  W.  S.,  Manson.  v.  HI.  Cent,  charges 1899  12(^ 

Butler,  William.  Clarinda,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P..  loading  cars  from  wagons.  1883  711 

Campbell  ft  Mehlmann,   Massena,  v.   C,   B.   ft  Q.,   delay  in  forwarding 

freight 7. 7. 1889  1017 

Cars  loaded  from  .wagons,  same  rates  as  when  loaded  from  elevators. .  .1884  626 

Cedar  Rapids  Supply  Co.  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q 1903  296 

Discussion  of 1888  676 

Economy  Farm  Record  Co.,  Newton,   v.  111.   Cent,   excessive 1907  409 

General  complaints  of.  In  Iowa 1904  266 

Hawkeye  Lumber  Co.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  111.  ft  Iowa  Car  Service  Ajufn,  claim 

for  refund   of 1906  342 

Hoffman,   A.   G.,    Plato,   v.    B.,   C.    R.    ft   N.,    reciprocity   in    demurrage 

charges   1893  233 

Home  Lumber  Co.,  South  Shiglish,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  et  al.,  wrongful. . .  .1904  276 


n 
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Dbmurbaob— OonHntMd. 

Kline,  Bennett,  Manflon,  v.  111.  Cent,  time  for  unloa41nff  cars 1896  144 

LeffertB,  C.  S.,  Council  Bluffs,  Inquiry  concerning 1896  234 

Montzhelmer,  O.  H.,  Prlmghar,  v.  111.  Cent.,  Inquiries  concerning 1898  22S 

Pickering,  J.  C,  Cedar  Rapids,  Inquiry  concerning 1899  114 

Red  Oak,  trustees  of,  y.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  time  for  loading  and  unloading  cars.  1882  554 

Rosebrook,  L.  R,  Oskaloosa,  v.  Iowa  Cent 1906  374 

Rothchlld,  D.  ft  Co.,  Davenport,  C.  &  N.-W.,  on  cars  detained 1887  783 

Seefeldt  ft  Hobson,  Red  Oak,  ▼.  Wabash,   storage  charges 1907  414 

Slagle,  F.  M.  ft  Co.,  Alton,  v.  111.  Cent,  car  of  coal 1903  288 

Southslde  Ice  Company,  Centervllle,  time  allowed  for  unloading  cars 1898  51 

Tasker,  K.  8.,  Onslow,  v.  C.  N.  W.,  on  erroneous  weight 1896  182 

Dbpot  Oroundb — Additional  Lands  for — Power  of  company  to  condemn.  1884  86 

Dbpot  Grounds — Condemning  Lands  for — see  Condemnation  Proceedings. 

Dbpots,  Etc.^  Danqbrous  Location  of — see  Stations;  also  Obstruction  to 
View  of  Highway  Crossing. 

Dbpots,  union — see  Union  Depots. 
Re-locatlon  of — see  Station, 

Dktbntion — see  Damages. 

Dbt,  Pbtkr  a.,  commissioner,  paper  on  reasonable  rates 1893  40a 

Dissenting  opinion  of.  In  Iowa  rate  case 1894  229 

Paper  on  pooling 1894  868 

I^bbct  Roxttb,  most,  shipper  entitled  to  rates  based  on 1892  841 

DIBCRIMINATION — 

In  rates — see  Rates. 

In  furnishing  cars — see  Failure  to  Furnish  Oars* 

In  granting  sites — see  Sites. 

In  granting  monopoly  of  shipping  facilities  against  public  policy — see 

Ifonopoly. 

In  lnq>ection  of  butter  and  egg  shipments 1898  134 

Against  towns  in  rates 1886  44 

Laws  against,  obeyed  In  letter,  violated  in  spirit 1878  18 

In  use  of  private  cars 1891  30 

Just  and  unjust — ^see  also  Just  Discrimination 1880,  179;  1884  75 

Law  prohibiting 1888  31 

In  passenger  rates : 1891  769 

Discussion  of,  by  L.  S.  Coflln 1888  88 

Complaints  Concerning — 
Adsit  Silas,  Colfax,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  in  refusing  to  stamp  excursion 

tickets   1886  571 

Ames,  M.  Y.,  liarcus,  v.  HI.  Cent.,  in  size  of  cars  furnished 1888  518 

Anderson,  *r.»  Rockford,  Hi.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  Jewelry  sample  trunks.  1885  641 

Arnold,  J.  M.,  Davis  City,  ▼.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  rates  on  posts 1888  731 

Atkins  ft  Sons,  Osceola,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  In  furnishing  cars 1881  127 

Baker  Bros.,  Ottumwa,  v.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  special  rates  on  butter  and  eggsl880  74 

Baker  Wire  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  various  railways,  in  carload  rates 1887  714 

Ball  ft  Mlnert,  Brlstow,  v.  Dubuque  and  Dakota,  in  live  stock  rates. .  .1886  8ll 

Barrett,  J.  E.  ft  Son,  Mt.  Vernon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  rates  on  flour 1886  482 

Beeman,  C.  D.,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  in  interstate  rates 1897  96 

Bellamy  ft  Sbns,  Knoxville,  v.  various  railway  lines,  in  rates 1882  493 

Bingham  Alliance,  Bingham,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  against  shippers  who 

load  from  wagons 1884  526 

Blnkley,  H.  B.,  Cherokee,  v.  111.  Cent,  potato  rates 1908  258 

Blow,  M.,  EstherviUe,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  refusal  to  lease  site  for  coal 

shed   1886  497 

Board  of  Trade  and  Henry  Coker,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  coal.  1888  834 
Bogart,  George,  Shenandoah,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  In  honoring  round  trip 

tickets    1890  939 

Brechtbill  ft  Byers,  Berlin,  v.  C.  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  cars  for  certain  mar- 
kets     1890  932 

Burlington,  shippers  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  In  local  Iowa  rates 1890  889 
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DnCBiKiNATXON— <7ontlttiied.  Year 

ComplalntB  Concerning — Continued. 

Busaard,  J.,  ft  Co.,  Imogene,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  In  coal  rates 1884  497 

Butler,  William  Clarinda,  v.  W.,   St  L.  ft  P.,  on  grain  when  loaded 

from  wagons   1883  711 

Byram,  M.  W.,  Fremont  v.  Iowa  Central,  In  sale  of  round  trip  tickets.  1891  727 
Campbell,  F.  B.,  Bismarck,  v.  C,  M.   ft  St   P.,   In  sale  of  excursion 

tickets   1892  849 

Clock  ft  Shute,  Geneva,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  in  coal  rates,  schedule  fixed...  1880  28 

Coal  Exchange,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  coal  rates 1884  569 

Coal  Exchange,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  rates  on  coal  and  overcharge.  1884  589 

Cole  ft  Cole,  Bellevue,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  in  passenger  rates 1906  858 

Conway,  John,  Sibley,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  et  al.,  in  furnishing  cars 1904  819 

Corey  Coal  Co.,  Lehigh,  v.  Crooked  Creek,  in  furnishing  cars. ...... .1898  16 

Council  Bluffs  Board  of  Trade  v.  K.  C,  St.  J.  ft  C.  B.  and  Pullman 

I^ace  Car  Co.,  in  sleeping  car  accommodations 1888  708 

Council  Bluffs,  citizens  of,  v.  Union  Pacific,  against  Council  Bluffs. ..  .1886  530 

Council  Bluffs  Board  of  Trade,  v.  various  lines,  in  inspection  service.  .1889  977 

Crystal  Mill  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  pool  lines,  in  classifying  flour.  ...1883  708 

Crystal  Mill  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  K.  C,  St  J.  ft  C.  B.,  in  flour  rates.  .1888  715 

Crystal  Mill  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  et  al.,  in  coal  rates. .  .1896  166 

Darland,  H.  C,  Harble  Rock,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  in  passenger  service.  .1904  278 
Davenport  shippers  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  against 
local  and  in  favor  of  interstate  shipments,  in  withdrawing  and  re- 
fusing Joint  tariffs  on  local  business  while  permitting  same  on  in- 
terstate business ;  In  delaying  local  shipments  by  compelling  rebilling 
at  West  Ldberty,  and  forwarding  interstate  shipments  in  special  car 

attached  to  passenger  train 1889  1028,  1087 

tMamond  Jo  llAe  of  steamers,   v.  C,    B.    ft    Q.,    In    prepayment    of 

charges    1889  1074.  1077 

Donahue,  Robert  Burlington,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  prepayment  of  freight. ..  .1884  550 

Dudley,  W.,  Churdan,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  in  freight  rates 1899  83 

Dunwoodie,   Jos.,   Cylinder,  v.   C,   M.   ft   St   P.,   in  refusing  to   stop 

trains    1891  739 

Dusey,  H.,  et  al.,  Creston,  ▼.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  refusing  to  carry  mechanic's 

tool  box  aa  baggage 1885  513 

Earle,  W.  C,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  stock 

rates    1886  508 

Farley,  J.  IC,  Whltmore,  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  In  furnishing  cars 1898  44 

Fehlelsen-Rosacker  liumber  Co.,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  in  car  ship- 
ments     1906  841 

Felner  Fish  Co.,  Clinton,  v.  express  companies,  in  regulations 1901  616 

Fonda  Implement  Co.,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  hi  short  haul  rates 1896  137 

Fowler  Co.,  The^  Waterloo,  v.  111.  Cent,  in  rates  on  apples 1886  484 

Fraser  ft  Ballon,  Prlmghar,  v.  D.  ft  S.  C.    (111.  Cent),  In  furnishing 

cars   1890  940 

Fritz  ft  Douglas,  Waverly,  v.  111.  Cent  et  al.,  in  not  applying  commis- 
sioner's schedules  of  rates 1889  1062 

Oolly,  W.  H.,  Zearlng,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  cars  loaded  from  wagons 1886  578 

Olucose  Sugar  Refining  Co.,  Chicago,  v.  Railway  Companies  in  grraln 

rates  against  Davenport 1906  286 

Gray,  M.  J.,  Ledyard,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  in  shipment  of  hay 1896  168 

Green,  J.  A.,  et  aL,  Stone  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  in  requiring  shippers 

to  protect  cars  for  stone  shipment  at  private  expense 1892  860 

Griffin,  E.  T.,  Lawler,  v.  U.  S.  Express  Co.,  poultry  rate 1906  376 

Gronwoldt  Wm.,  Nashville,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  in  passenger  fare 1901  511 

Hale,  Geo.  H.,  Washington,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  in  grain  rates 1887  726 

Halleck,  W.  B.,  Winthrop,  v.  III.  Cent,  in  rates  on  live  stock 1889  1060 

Banner,  J.  R.  A.,  Delmar,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  In  passenger  fares 1896  112 

Harmon,  A.  B.,  Havelock,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  rates 1888  746 

Harrison,  C.  Emory,  Davenport  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  et  al..  In  through  in- 
terstate rates 1902  884 
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Hayes,  Michael,  Washlngrton.  v.  C.,  R.  I-  ft  P..  In  distribution  of  cars..  1882  489 

Hill,  John  N.,  Fort  Dodge,  v.  M.  &  St  L.,  In  freight  rates 1882  657 

Hlse  Bros.,  Washington,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  refrigerator  cars 1886  668 

Hodges,  N.  W.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  III.  Cent.,  in  sidetrack  privileges  and 

site  1890  887 

Hooper,  T.  IC,  Produce  Co.,  Chariton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  application  of 

W.  T.  L.  Rales,  Circular  No.  6 1907  442 

Hummer,  Oeorg^  Iowa  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.,  in  classification 1880  168 

Huntington,  William.  Calamus,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  in  coal  rates 1888  696 

Independence  Mills  Co.,  v.  Ill  Cent,  and  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  on  wheat  cmd 

flour  1882  418,444 

Iowa  Flour  and  Oil  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  to  flour  rates.  .1888  694 

Iowa  State  Jobbers  and  Mfrs.  Ass'n,  v.  Iowa  tnmk  lines,  in  rates. ..  .1885  636 

Irwin,  Phillips  ft  Co.,  Keokuk,  v.  D.  M.  ft  li^.  D.,  in  merchandise  rates.  1880  71 

Jameson,  G.  C,  Clarion,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  in  rates  on  grain,  coal,  etc.  .1888  718 
Jansen,  Anton,  Haverhill,  v.   C.   M.  ft  St   P..   in  furnishing  shipping 

fiudliUes    1888  828 

Jerome,  F.  H.,  Villlsca,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  com  rates 1882  446 

Johnson,  J.,  Huxley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  in  com  rates 1887  681 

Keel^r,  A.,  Imogene,  v.  C,  B.  ft  St  L.,  in  rates  on  posts 1886  672 

KiBOkuk  ft  D.  M.  R'y  Co.  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft  D.,  in  forwarding  cars 1878  6 

Knowles^  W.  F.,  James,  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  ft  O.,  in  sale  of  tickets 1898  188 

Larrabee,  Qov.  William,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  coal  rates 1887  624,  627,  670 

Lease  ft  Long,  Crawfordsville,  v.  B.  ft  N.  W.,  rates  on  lumber 1881  186 

Lighthall,  R,  Alden,  v.  111.  Cent,  in  rates 1882  664 

Long,  O.  I.,  Manson,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  In  grain  rates  to  Chicago 1889  1093 

Luts,  T.  R,  Mapleton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  in  use  of  stock  yards 1907  40t 

Maiden,  T.  E.,  et  al.,  Manson,  v.  111.  Cent,  in  lumber  rates 1883  611 

McCallsburg,  citizens  of,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  in  elevator  privileges 1885  674 

McNutt  S.  H,  Algona,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  in  fumishlng  cars 1891  826 

Mehlhop,  Jno.,  Son  ft  Co.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1882  668 

Merrill  ft  Co.,  Ottumwa,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  in  rates 1881  134 

Merrill,  J.  H  ft  Co.,  Ottumwa,  v.  K.  ft  W.,  in  freight  charges 1888  739 

Merrill  ft  Keeney,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  in  car  load  rates 1883  678 

Dissenting   opinion   by    Commissioner   Anderson 1883  688 

Molyneux,  A.  R.,  Cherokee,  v.  111.  Cent,  in  min.  wts 1905  269 

Mooney  ft  Jones,  St  Anthony,  v.  Cent.  Iowa,  in  coal  rates 1884  610 

Nelson  Bros,  ft  Rich,  Swaledale,  v.  C  G.  W..  coal  rates 1904  280 

Nye,  J.  P.,  Essex,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  com  rates 1883  724 

Nonpareil  Printing  Co.,  v.  various  lines,  in  newspaper  privileges 1892  867 

Parker,  S.  F.,  Earlvllle,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  rates — minimum  charge 1882  467 

Pioneer  Implement  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P..  in  freight  rates.  1903  327 

Prichard  ft  Skewis,  Inwood,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  in  lumber  rates 1888  704 

Rand  Lumber  Co.,  Burlington,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  rates 1882  650 

Red  Oak,   township  trustees  of,   et  al.,  v.   C,   B.  ft  Q.,  in   rates  and 

rebates 1882  564 

Red  Oak,  township  trustees  of,  et  al.,  v.  C.,  B.  ft  Q.,  against  small 

Shippers •  • 1882  664 

Riley,  W.  H,  Crawfordsville,  v.  B.  ft  N.-W.,  in  rates  on  lumber 1880  147 

Roberts,  a  L..  Grinnell,  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  side  track 1889^  1027 

Rosa,  Albert  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  In  com  rates  to  Chicago. . .  .1882  484 

Saucer,  W.  H.,  Ackley,  v.  HI.  Central,  in  rates  on  marble 1883  689 

Schelle,  F.  J.,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  in  fumishlng  cars 1891  828 

Shaver  ft  Dows,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  Joint  Western  Classiflcation,  crackers.  1883  669 
Shepard  ft  Carpenter,  Iowa  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N., 

"*      in  rates  to  non-competing  points 1883  637 

Shinnon,  Thos.,  Rolfe,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  in  stock  rates  to  Chicago 1898  79 

ShorthiU,  A.  E.  Co.,  Marshalltown,  v.  eastern  railway  lines,  in  ship- 
ment of  coke 1903  279 

Sioux  City,  hackmen  of,  v.  railroads,  in  omnibus  privileges 1890  881 
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DiBOHiiiDrATiOK— Con<inw0d. 
Complaints  Concerning— ConMnwed. 

81a«le  ft  Co.,  Alton,  v.  C.  &  N.  W.,  In  Joint  ratM 1907  868 

Sknith  ft  Boynton,  Spencer,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  In  coal  rates 1885  624 

Smith  Bros.,  Waterloo,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  In  hard  coal  rates 1888  678 

Smith,  J.  N.,  Fairfield,  t.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  In  sUe  of  cars^  etc 1888  647 

Spencer  Bros.,  Randolph,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  In  rates  and  overcharge 1882  640 

Sprenlde,  Kanau,  Imogene,  v.  W.,  St.  L.  ft  P.,  in  com  rates 1888  704 

State  of  Iowa,  by  Qov.  Larrabee,  In  coal  rates 1887  624-670 

Steer,  William  M.,  West  Branch,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  coal  and  mileage 

ticket 1884  667 

Stevenson,  B.  C.,  Rockwell  City,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  In  passenger  fares.  1896  188 

Sullivan,  J.  W.,  et  al.,  Algona,  v.  C  A  N.-W.,  In  sale  of  excursion  tlcket8l892  847 

Taylor,  J.  C,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  in  freight  rates 1882  681 

Toledo,  Peoria  ft  Warsaw,  v.  B.,  C  R.  A  N.,  in  bridge  privileges 1878  28 

Tomlinson,  R  B.  ft  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  IlL  Cent,  1000  mile  ticket. . .  .1882  436 

Townsend  ft  Merrill  Co.,  Cedar  Falls,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  coal  rates...  .1902  269 
Vincent  J.  F.,  Union  Stock  Yards,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  in 

switching  charges,  etc 1896,  106  ;  1901  888 

Voss  ft  Son,  Belle  Plains,  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  Interstate  rates 1901  496 

Way  ft  Packard,  Cedar  Falls,  v.  B.,  C  R.  A  N.,  in  allowing  damages. .  .1888  669 

Wells,  W.  W.,  Webster  City,  v.  W.  C.  ft  S.  W.,  in  coal  rates  and  site.  .1889  1045 

Western  Blevator  C6.,  Winona.  Minn.,  in  disfrtbutlon  of  cars 1907  89B 

Westphal  Hinds  ft  Co.,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  in  classlflcation.  .1881  126 

White  ft  Cllne,  Mertden,  v.  111.  Cent,  In  furnishing  cars 1896  148 

Williams,  B.  D.,  Olven,  v.  Cent  lewa,  distribution  of  cars 1881  126 

Williams,  George  T.,  Ida  Grove,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  rates 1884  681 

Wilson,  John  K,  West  Liberty,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P..  rebates 1886  504 

Winkler,  J.  W.,  Woodward,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  grain  and  live  stock. . .  .1888  706 

York,  Joseph,  Zenorsvllle,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  coal  rates 1888  669 

Distribution  or  Cabs — 

Bqultable  rule  for  in  time  of  scarcity 1888,  719 ;  1889,  996 ;  1892  827 

Consolidation  Coal  Co.,  v.  Cent  Iowa 1878  28 

Breaseale,  J.  A.,  Centervllle^  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P 1881  128 

Howard  ft  Son,  Oskaloosa,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  discrimination  In 1881  180 

Johnson  ft  Co.,  Dysart  v.  B.,  C.  R.  AN 1881  189 

Johnston,  T.  N.,  Reasoner,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  discrimination  In 1881  181 

Melott  B.  H.,  Ogden,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  discrimination  in 1881  141 

Mendota  Coal  Co.,  Mendota,  v.  C,  R  A  Q 1907  888 

Stocker,  J.  W.,  Logan,  v.  C.  A  N.-W.,  discrimination  in 1881  127 

ThlsUe  Coal  Ca,  v.  C,  B.     Q 1907  882 

Western  Blevator  Co.,   Winona,  Minn 1907  898 

DXTOH —                                                                                                                       Year  Page 

Qlllls^  J.  R.,  Mt  Pleasant  v.  St  L.,  K.  ft  N.  W.,  Improper  location  of..  1901  471 

DiTBBSiON  OP  BusiNBSs — ssc  also  Freiffht. 

Clow,  W.  D.,  Traer,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  of  freight 1885  581 

Norman,  dtlxens  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  Lh,  building  sidetrack 1887  686 

Reed,  W.  H.,  Vinton,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  of  grain 1886  491 

Division  Hbaoquabtbrs — 

Carson,  R.  B.,  et  al.,  Moulton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  removal  of 1903  274 

Division  or  Ratbs  to  Shobt  Linb — see  Peroentages  and  BKort  lAnes, 

Division  and  Pbbcbntaqes  in  Pools — see  Poolinff, 

DoDoa,  Gbn.  G.  M.,  "Railroad  situation  in  the  West" 1888  89 

Doublb-Hbadbhb,  their  use  In  Iowa 1905  6 

Deainaob — 

Duty  of  railway  company  in  relation  thereto 1884  86 

In  relation  to  railroad  crossings 1887  785 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Ahlstrand,  A.  N.,  Gowrie^  v.  C.  A  N.  W.,  private 1907  889 

Amundson,  H.,  Ellsworth,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  water  course  and  highway.  .1888  788 

Antrim,  Wm.,  Randolph,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  Insufficient  drainage 1900  187 
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Oomplaliits  Ooncemliiff—- Oontlnuad. 
Annatronir*  J.  R>>  road  supervisor,  Marlon,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  water 

course 1894  246 

Arthurs,  C.  H.,  Oakland  Mills,  v.  St  K,  K.  ft  N.-W.,  improper  ditch. . .  .1900  ISS 

Avery,  S.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R  I.  A  P.,  Improper  drainage If  01  500 

Avery,  Samuel*  Ck>uncil  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  culvert  worn  out 1104  SIS 

Ballou,  E.,  Rowen,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  replacing  culvert 1904  269 

Bamholdt,  Clous^  Wlota,  v.  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  lack  of  culverU.  .1890,  961;  1894  228 

Beck,  W.  J.  R.,  Ft.  Madison,  v.  St.  L.,  IC.  ft  N.  W 1902  298 

Beebe,  J.  W.,  Talmage,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  waste  water  from  tank.  .1892,  867 ;  1898  210 
Bendlckson,  Gilbert  Lake  Mills,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  private  ditch  across 

rlerht  of  way 1905  202 

Benn.  H.  W.  ft  W.  X,  Alnsworth,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1904  252 

Buena  Vista  County  v.  IlL  Cent,  ditch  across  right  of  way 1904  220 

Boal,  John,  et  aL,  MltchellviUe,  v.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  insufficient  drainage.  1897  144 

Bolding,  D.  D.,  Coppock,  v.  Iowa  Central,  improper  drainage 1901  482 

Boyd,  Wm.,  et  al.,  Mingo,  v.  C.  O.  W 1906  295 

Buckingham  township,  board  of  trustees,  Tama  county,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W., 

on  highway   1908  200 

Bums,  Thos.,  Jr.,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  207 

Butt  James,  Knowlton,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  changing  water  course 1902  220 

Calhoun  County  v.  111.  Cent 1906  272 

Campbell,  J.  S.  K.,  Morning  Sun,  v.  Iowa  Central,  drainage 1896  172 

Carr,  Geo.,  CftrrvUle,  v.  IlL  Cent,  petition  for  waterway 1904  808 

Churchill,  S.  T.,  Arthur,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  highway 1908  808 

Claer,  Tom,  Ayrshire,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overflow  of  land 1906  246 

Craig,  W.  F.,  et  al.,  Davis  City,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  of  water  courses 1890  879 

Crosier,  C.  B.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  B.  ft  W.  and  C.  &  N.-W.,  of  water  course.  .1890  860 

C,  It  I.  ft  P.  V.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  at  grade  railroad  crossing 1887  786 

Dale,  A  S..  Scarvllle,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1908  222 

Dammeier,  Henry,  Newton,  v.  C.  &  N.-W 1908  224 

Dammeier,  H.  ft  C,  Newton,  v.  N.  ft  N.-W.,  ditch 1904  308 

Deemer,  John,  Iowa  FeUls,  v.  C.  It  I.  ft  P.,  through  right  of  way....  19 06  301 

De  Marce,  Jesse,  Washington,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  340 

Dodge^  N.   P.  ft  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  Wabash,  obstruction  of  natural 

channel    1904  272 

Dodge,  N.  P.  ft  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  Wabash,  obstruction  of  water 

course    1907  281 

Downer,  J.  D.,  et  al.,  Marshalltown,  v.  W.,  I.  ft  N.,  by  defective  con- 

strucUon   1887  712 

Eldon  drainage  case 1896  125 

Bwer  Bros.,  Bagley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  overflow 1908  804 

Fortney,  David,  Otho,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  refusal  to  lower  culvert 1886  561 

BYemont  county  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  location  of  ditch 1906  '271 

Gardner,  C.  E.,  Leon,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  obstruction  to  natural  drainage. .  .1906  248 

Gardner,  C.  E.,  Leon,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  obstruction  by  railway  grade...  1904  269 

Gibson,  S.  W.,  Monmouth,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1908  220 

Giles,  Charles,  Talmage,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  of  waterway 1890  845 

Glenwood   township,   trustees  of,   Bancroft,   v.    C.   ft  N.-W.,   of  water   . 

course    1894  848 

Guthrie  county,  citisens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  near  Bagley. . . » 1893  142 

Hardin  county,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  proposed  ditch 1907  241 

Harding,  N.  G.,  Des  Moines,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  et  al.,  drainage 1899  87 

Henderson,  A.  A.,  et  al.,  Okobojl,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  navigation 1892  741 

Hendrie,  J.  S.  et  al..  Pacific  Junction,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  of  creek 1884  569 

Hendrie,  J.  S.  et  al.,  Pacific  Junction,  v.  B.  ft  Mo.  R.  of  Mo.  Rlv.  ...1884  674 

Henning,  BYed,  Newton,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  insxifilcient  ditch 1906  292 

Hough,  A  T.,  Newton,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  improper 1905  287 

Hough,  A.  T.,  Newton,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  extension  of  ditch 1904  292 
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Drain  AQB—OonMmMd . 
Gomplaints  Concerning— ContinQed. 

Huxley,  citizens  of,  by  O.  L.  Hatteberg,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  of  water 

course    1898  88« 

Huyser,  A.,  et  al.,«Pella,  t.  Wabash,  obstruction  to  drainage 1908  890 

Innis,  W.  H.,  et  al.,  Sznmetsburg,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  navigation 1886  474 

Jenks,  A.  N.,  Sheldahl,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  by  surface  water 1886  674 

Johnson,  R.  N.,  county  atty..  Ft  Madison,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  obstruction  to.  1907  857 

Jones,  John,  Elkport  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  obstruction  to  stream 1906  276 

Keller,  B.  P.,  Knowlton,  v.  C.,  G.  W.,  caused  by  dam  In  right  of  way.  .1902  270 

Kelley,  W.  F.,  Decatur  county,  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  damages  on  account  of.  1890  885 

Kendall,  W.  T.,  et  al..  Spirit  Lake,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  navigation 1886  491 

Kinney,   A.,   Hemdon,   v.   C,   M.   ft   St   P.,   obstruction 1902  299 

Kline,  George,  Glidden,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  insufficient  waterway 1891  771 

Koons,   J.   H.,   Des  Moines,  v.   C.   G.  W.,   drainage 1896  162 

Lange,  A.,  Froelich,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  insufficient  drainage 1892  882 

Leehey,  John,  et  al.,  Fairbank,  v.  C.  G.  W. .1903  826 

liehigh,  town  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  maintenance  of  sewer 1907  892 

Lestina,  F.,  Froelich,  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P.,  highway  crossing 1897  119 

Lewis,  J.  F.,  New  Hampton,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  damage  on  accoimt  of 1898  208 

McConnell,  J.  D.,  Botna,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  from  embankment 1896  189 

McCormack,  H.  T.,  Knoxville,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  at  hlfirhway  crossing. . .  .1904  268 

McKee,  J.  R.,  Bast  Peru,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  overflow  from  water  tank 1904  290 

McKee,  J.  R.,  East  Peru,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  overflow  from  water  tank 1906  289 

McNaughton,  M.  N.,  Villisca,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  stock  drowned 1887  766 

Mitchell,  L.,  Blairsburg,  v.  111.  Cent,  drainage .' 1896,  197;  1896  67 

Moore,  Thomas,   et  al.,   Turin,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  arbitration 1889  999,1002 

Muscatine  county,  v.   C,  R.  L  ft  P 1906  826 

Page  county,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  ditch  through  right  of  way 1906  808 

Pocahontas  county,  v.   C,   R.  L  ft  P.,   drainage  ditch  crossing  right 

of  way    1906  267 

Powell,  Charles^  et  al.,  Bagley,  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P.,  damage  by  reason  of.  1898  142 

Ricke,  James  G.,  Granger,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  defective  drainage 1897  118 

Rodgers,  G.  W.,  Fort  Dodge,  M.  ft  St  L.,  petition  to  drain  excavation..  1886  624 

Shellhamer,   C,  Froelich,  v.   C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  obstruction 1902  294 

Shellrock,  Twp.  trustees  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  proper  not  provided 1906  810 

Shopbell,  Henry,  Mt  Union,  v.  B.  ft  N.-W.,  damage  caused  by 1883  664 

Simmons,   C.    H.,   Mapleton,   v.   C,   M.    ft   St.    P.,    drainage 1899  88 

Smith,  E.  J.,  North  English,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  improper  drainage. ..  .1892  882 

Steber,  F  W.,  Rinard,  v.  C.  G.  W 1907  861 

Terry,  J.  L.,  Martelle,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  of  watercourse 1892  740 

Tibbets,  D.  D.,  et  al.,  Miles,  et  al.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  drainage  near  Bldon.1896  125 

Tretter,  Jos.,  Marshalltown,  v.  la.   Cent  et  aL 1907  482 

Truro,  town  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  of  street  crossing 1906  804 

Turner,  James  R.,  Wlota,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  insufficient  drain  pipe....  1891  790 

Urfer,  Edwin,  Montrose,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  loss  by  high  water 1906  800 

Utley,  M.  M.,  New  Hampton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  311 

Vemocom,   L.   E.   C,   Valeria  v.   Colfax   Northern,   allowing   ditch   to 

fill  up 1906,  299  ;  1906  878 

Wall  Lake,  township  trustees  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  diversion  of  natural 

stream 1900  141 

Clay  Twp.,  Washington  county,   by  D.   C.  Waterman,  clerk,  v.  Iowa 

Central    .' 1902  297 

Clay  Twp.,  Washington  county,  by  D.  C.  Waterman,  clerk,  v.   Iowa 

Central,  at  overhead  crossin^r 1904  828 

Waverly  station  grounds  on  C.  G.  W 1903  288 

Werts,  C.  H.,  Lena,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P. 1908  249 

Wheatland,  dtisens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1903  244 

Wilcox,  J.  A.,  et  aL,  Sanborn,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.  of  water  course 1898  230 

Wray,  A.  M.,  et  aL,  Kalona,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1903  228 
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Draimaob— OonfintMd. 
Complaints  Concerning— Contlnaed. 

Wright,  W.  H.  H.,  Dunlap,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  Inaufllclent  drainage 1880  89 

Yungelaa.   J.   H.,   Duncombe,   v.   111.   Cent,   of  highway 1885  545 

Yungelaa,  J.  H.,  Wehater  City,  v.  111.  Cent,  of  defective  culyert 1882  667 

Dttbuqub  ft  Dakota  Railroad,  history  of 1879  108 

DTTBUQua,  SHIPPBB0  OP,  C01CPIJ11NT8  ON  Ratbb — see  Rate9. 

DTNAMmB,  Explosion  or,  at  Council  Bluits — see  Ewploaion, 

EABNINGSL 

Average  per  mile  under  Granger  tariff 1878  €8 

Of  branch  lines 1889  1005 

Of  fictitious  capital  and  miles  of  road  built  therefrom,  table  of 1891  86,  87 

Discussed  in  letter  of  W.  O.  Purdy,  vice-president  C,  R.  L  ft  P 1889  8 

In  excess  of  6  per  cent  on  180,000  per  mile,  1874  to  1888 1891  86,  87 

Increase  of  1880  over  1879 1880  160 

Increase  under  commissioners'  rate — see  RcUea, 

In  Iowa,  difficulty  of  obtaining  satisfactory  information  concerning 1889  7 

In  Iowa,  1887-1891,  compared 1891  16 

per  mile  greater  than  In  Nebraska 1894  198 

Comparative  table.   In  Iowa,    1878-1907,   Inclusive 1907  11 

decrease  of  state  and  interstate  in  1894,  compared  with  1893 1894  216 

decrease  not  chargeable  to  effect  of  Iowa  schedule 1894  216 

decrease  of  on  account  of  crop  failure  and  business  depression 1896  It 

Losses  in  from  low  rates  at  competitive  points  must  be  made  up  at  non- 
competing  stations • 1882  48 

Under  conmiissloners'  rates 1891  9 

BnvcT  OF  CoMMissiONBBB'  Ratis  ON  lowA  RoAOS — SCO  RateB,  Freight, 
Bjbction  ntOM  Train — 

Clark,  Rev.  S.  F.,  Nassau,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  wrongful 1887  696 

Karron,  J.  P.,  Jackson  Jet,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  wrongful 1899  57 

Ovren,  Olof,  Sloux  Rapids,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  purchase  ticket 1891  780 

Potter,  John,  Lynnvllle,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  wrongful 1890  898 

BLBCTRIO  iMTgRTTBBAK   RAILWAYS— 

Proposed  lines   1901-6.  1907  6 

Possibility  of  electricity  superseding  steam  as  motive  power 1891  25 

Signal,  electric,  dangerous  crossing 1892,  806  ;  1898  187 

BuiVATiON  OP  Railroads — see  TopoffrapMoal  DiaoiuBion. 

IBlATATOI^— 

Gault  Bros..  Cromwell,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  removal  of 1904  268 

Right  of  company  to  order  removal  of  when  obstructing  view  of  crossing.  1886  666 

Capacity  of,  inquiry  concerning 1899,   87  ;   1906  866 

BuiVATOR  SiTBS— see  Bitea. 

BlATATOR,  FORCBD  RBMOVAL  OV — SOS  Bite. 

Bminbnt  Domain,  Powsr  or,  in  Condbknino  Dipot  Grounds — see  CoH" 
demnation  Proceedings, 

Umplotsb — 

Comparative  table  for  years  1878-1907 1907  12 

Conduct  ofi  on  Waterloo  ft  C.  F.  R.  Transit  Company 1904  292 

Conduct  of,  on  C.  G.  W.,  train 1908  238 

Decrease  in  number  of,  account  of  crop  failure 1896  Iv 

Hours  of  service  of,  should  be  limited  by  statute 1891  18 

Insufficient  number  of,  on  train 1908  269 

Number  of 1879  60, 181 

Number  and  compensation  of,  decrease  In  1894  compared  with  1898.. .  .1894  216,216 

not  chargeable  to  effect  of  Iowa  schedule m 1894  216 

Reduction  in  number  in,  discussed 1891  17 

Wright  Irvin  F.,  Coming,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  insufficient  nimiber  of  on  trains.  1908  269 

BxPLOTas  AND  EUlarub  in  Iowa,  comparative  table  of 1907  12 

Bnoins,  condition  of.  Postal  Clerks  v.  Iowa  Cent,  improper  condition  of 

eni^e    1808  818 
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Tear    Pace 

BINOINBB,   INCBBABID   CAPACITT    OF 1898  4 


Creeton,  dtlxens  of,  v.  C.»  B.  &  Q.,  employed  on  account  of  strike 1887        787 

Bnoznhbrb'  Strxx>— eee  Strikes. 

Bngush  commiscloner  system 1878  67 

BQUALisaD  Ratbo    see  Bate9. 


Carriers  must  antldiMite  and  provide  sufficient  for  ordinary  business,  but 
not  for  unexpected  or  extraordinary  demands 1898        761 

What    constitutes    adequate 1891        888 

Darrlck,  Harry,  et  al.,  v.  Colfax  Northern 1906        868 

OoflT  OF — see  Co9t 

lUrusAL  OF  OOMPAMT  TO  Sbnd  OFT  ITS  OWN  LjNB— se6  BefuMul  to  ReoeifOB 

and  Forward  Freight,  also  Fa/Uwre  to  Furnish  Cora. 
Bbbobs  bt  Aobnts   in  Quoting  Ratis;  Liabiutt  of  Carrddui  fob — see 

lAabUiiy. 
BSTABLiSHMBNT  OF  STATIONS — See  StatUma. 
BJxGBBS  BAGOAOB  Chabobs — See  Baggage  Chargea. 
BxcBSSiTB  Capitalization — see  Capitalisation  and  Watered  Stock. 
BXGBBSIVB  ExPBBSB  CHAisaBS — sso  Sxpreaa  Chargea. 
BxcBBSivB  Ratbs — seo  Ratea, 

BXGBBSITB   HOUBS    FOB   TBAIN   MBN — 

Ogllvie,  C.  G.,  Muscatine,  v.  C,  R.  I.  St  P 1897  79 

SxcLUsiYB  UsB  OF  STATION  Gbounds,  must  not  be  granted  to  one  person.  1890  898,896 
BxcuBsiON  Ratbs — see  Ratea, 

BXCUBSION  TlGKBTS 

Adsit,  Silas,  Colfax,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  to  stamp  excursion  tickets.  .1885  671 

Canfleld,  Lee,  Benson,  v.  IlL  Cent,  failure  to  sell  as  adyertlsed 1900  166 

Von  Rolf,  T.,  West  Union,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  failure  to  honor 1896  200 

Rights  of  holders  of,  after  limitations  has  expired. . .  .• 1885  665 


Reduction  of  recommended   1889  10 

Compared  1907  11 

Decrease  in  1894  compared  with  1898 1894  815 

not  chargeable  to  effect  of  Iowa  Schedule 1894  816 

BXPBNSBB   OF  COICICISSION — 

Special  fund  should  be  set  apart  for  this  purpose 1879  6 

EXPLOSION— of  dsmamite  in  Council  Bluffs 1881  69 

SxpiiOSiyBS,  Dangbbous — 

Bousquet,  H.  F.,  Pella,  v.  C.,  R  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  of  company  to  carry. ..  .1894  264 

S&EPBBSS    COMPANIBS 

Law  concerning  express  rates 1896,  6  ;  1897,  6 ;  1898  8 

Live  stock,  contracts  of 1897  6 

Shipment  by,  discussion 1906  9 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Bembrock,  H.  O.,  Waterloo,  v.  IT.  S  Express  Co.,  rates 1904        857 

Feiner  Fish  Co.,  Clinton,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  American  Express  Co., 

discriminations  In  regulations 1901        616 

Feiner  Fish  Co.,  Clinton,  v.  American  Express  Co.,  U.  S.  Express  Co. 

rates    1904         254 

Freeman,  F.  IC,  Davis  City,  v.  American  Express  Co.,  overcharge^  dogs.  1892         864 
Furry,  A  R.,  Alden,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  rates  based  on  shortest 

route    1892         841 

Hopklnton,  abandonment  of,  by  IT.   S.  Express  Co.,  complaint  of  C. 

E.  Merriam 1901         499 

Iowa  ft  BL  Ry.  Co.,  v.  American  Express  Co.,  refusal  to  receive  and 

forward    1906        857 

Joseph,  J.  IC,  Creston,  v.  American  Express  Co.,  excessive  charges  on 

pigs    , 1890         981 

Joseph,  J.  M.,  Creston,  v.  American  ExpresB  Co.,  request  for  reopening 

case    1891         802 


492  INDBZ. 

BXTRBBS  COKPAKIBB— ConMntMd. 

Complaints  Concernlng—Coiitlniied. 

Knowles,  W.  F.,  James,  v.  American  Express  Co.,  ezcessWe 1891         771 

Lambing,  W.  W.,  West  Ldberty,  et  al.,  v.  U.  S.  ESxpress  Co.,  regulations 

concerning  shipment  of  live  hogs 1898  9S 

McCracken,  Rev.  C.  S.,  Rock  Valley,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  damage  to 

books   1892  868 

McKone,  M.,  et  al.,  Brooklyn,  v.  U.  S.  Express  Co.,  petition  for  free 

delivery 1901         884 

BzpRBSS  RA.TS8 — See  Rates  Freight 
Complaints  Concerning — 

Des  Moines  Casket  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  Adams  Express  Co. 1907         488 

Felner  Fish  Co.,  Clinton,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  et  al 1907         878 

Spencer,  F.  A.,  Ames,  v.  American  Express  Co 1907         488 

ExpRHSB  Station — 

Hutchlns,  E.- R,  of  Okobojl,  v.  U.  S.  Express  Co 1904         810 

Extra  Bagoagb  Chabqb — see  Baggage, 

Extra  charge  for  special  train  to  carry  freight 1887         782 

Extra  Farb  for  FauiURb  to  Purchabb  Tickbt — see  PoBsenger  Fare. 


FACILITIES  FOR  DOING  BUSINESS  AT  STATIONS— see  also  £ftatio9i«.1895 

Faciutibb  lNCRBA8Bi>~H>n  railroads  for  handling  business 1891  25 

Failurb  to  Build  Road  as  Pbr  Contract — 

Day,  F.  A.,  CsBtana,  v.  Maple  River  R.  R 1884  586 

Failurb  to  Furnish  Cars — 

For  general  discussion  of,  see  Coal  Prohlem 1880  571 

Achom,  C.  E.,  Sutherland,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  certain  market 1898  868 

Achron,  C.  E.j  Sutherland,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  fsilure  to  forward  foreign 

cars    1896  78 

Advance  Alliance  No.  415,  Kirkman,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  shipment  of 

coal    1890  948 

Akron  MilUntr  Co.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  grain 1899  128 

Alleoi,  C<  S-t  Xiaurens  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  failure  to  furnish  for  hay 1906  878 

Allen,  C.  S.,  LAurens,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  887 

Allen,  C.  S.,  Laurens,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  409 

Anderson  ft  Moen,  Bsthervllle,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  408 

Ashbum,  J.  M.,  Lamonl,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  damage  for  delay  In  furnishing.  1889  989 

Ayres,  James  B.,  Sioux  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  grain 1908  860 

Bacon,  W.,  Greenfield,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  hay  shipments .1887  807 

Bailie,  A.  D.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  842 

Baker,  J.  C,  Emmetsburg,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  coal 1881  148 

Balcreman,  F.  J.,  West  Bend,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 1907  878 

Bamum  Elevator  Co.,  Bamum,  v.  111.  Cent 1906  879 

Barton.  Tom,  Elkader,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  888 

Beckman,  Q.,  Hull,  v.  C,  BL  ft  St  P 1907  899 

Beck  Qraln  Co.,  Fremont  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1907  884 

Beggs,  Thos.  H.,  et  al.,  v.  la.  Cent 1907  894 

Bennett  J*  B.  O.,  Brltt  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  for  general  shipments 1887  806 

Benson,  Marlon,  Matlock,  v.  111.  Cent 1906  882 

Benson,  Oeorge.  et  al.,  Muscatine,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  vegetables 1887  758 

Bergman,  H.,  McQregor,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  for  shipments  of  ice 1898  888 

Bertels,  Ben,  Algona,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  for  produce 1902  860 

Black,  B.  W.,  Ireton,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  886 

Blakely,  W.  A.,  Grant  Center,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  889 

Blake  ft  Collman,  Eldon,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  lumber  and  wood 1901  527 

Bleakley,  W.  A.,  Oraat  Center,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  896 

Board  of  Control  of  State  Institutions,  v.  111.  Cent 1907  448 

Bond,  N.  J.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  Wabash,  for  com 1888  461 

Breaseale,  J.  A.,  CenterviUe,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  for  shipments  of  coal.  .1888  568 

Brewer,  B.  C,  ft  Co.,  Stanhope,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  grain 1901  488 

Brodsky.  L.,  Plover,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  hay  shipments. 1887  808 
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Brown,  W.   S.,  Hanson,  v.   IlL   Cent,  for  coal 1903  28S 

Brown,  G.  H.  ft  Co.,  et  al.,  Armstronir*  v.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.»  for  bay 1895  179 

Brown,  M.  ft  Son,  «t  al.,  Wtalttemore»  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  shipment  of 

,      hay    1887  791 

Brown  ft  £k>n.  West  Bend,  v.  C,  R-  !•  ft  P.,  for  shipment  of  live  stock.  .1906  882 

Brown,  W.  S.,  lianson,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  coal 1900  148 

Brown  Geo.  W.,  West  Bend,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  828 

Browning,  Wm.,  et  al..  New  liarket  v.  C.,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  coal 1906       .  898 

Bnmlng  ft  Son,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  shipment  of  i>otatoeB 1892  848 

Bnmlng  Bros.,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  for  grain  shipments  1892,  840 ; 

1898,  68.  92   1899  66 

Buck,  A.  B.,  Harris,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  446 

Buck,  C.  C,  Ware,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  881 

Buerkens  Mfg.  Co.  ▼.  Wabash 1907  412 

Burt  Fanners'  Exchange  Co.  v.  C  ft  N.  W. 1907  405 

Butler,  Geo.  I.  Jc  Co.,  KnoxvlUe,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  coal 1880  141 

Butler,  W.  E.,  et  al.,  Galva,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  for  shipments  of  grain..  1887  798 

Butts,  F.  M.,  Wesley,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  for  coal 1887  806 

Byggers,   Fred,   Royal,   v.   C,  M.   ft  St   P 1906  842 

Cabin,    P.   M.,    Farmlngton,    v.   C,    R.    I.    ft   P 1906  368 

Caldwell,  C.  A.,  Onawa,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W. 1907  887 

Canavan,  John,  Paton,  v.  C,  R  I.  &  P.,  for  shipment  of  com 1880  996 

Carpenter,  D.  J.,  Belolt,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,   for  grain  shipments. ..  .1891  812 

1892,  866;  1893,  261;  1895  212 

Cathcart  Bros.,  et  al.,  Klngsley,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  grain  shipment...  .1887  796 

Cathcart  Broa,  Klngsley,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  at  non-competltlve  points..  1888  720 

Cedar  Rapids  Oil  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  817 

Central  Lumber  ft  Coal  Co.  v.  M.  ft  St  L 1907  416 

Chapman,  H.  G.,  Sioux  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  baled  hay 1892  769 

Charlton,  J.  H.  Rolfe,  v.  M.  ft  St  L. 1907  896 

Chase,  W.  J.,  Guthrie  Center,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  886 

Clinton  Grain  Co.,  Crystal  Lake,  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  account  of  storms.  1906  288 

Clubb,  William,  What  Cheer,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  for  coal 1880  126 

Conmilssloners,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1907  884 

Conway,  John,  Sibley,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  discrimination 1904  819 

Corcoran,  P.,  Postvllle,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  damages  on  account  of 1888  727 

Corey,  George  W.,  et  al.,  v.  Crooked  Creek  Railroad  Co.,  for  coal....  1891  883 

Corey  Coal  Co.,  Lehigh,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  for  shipment  of  coal .1898  839 

Corey  Coal  Co.,  Lehigh,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  and  111.  Cent,  for  coal  ship- 
ments  1898  262 

Corey  Coal  Co.,  Lehigh,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  coal 1896,  74;   1906  174 

Corey  Coal  Co.,  Lehigh,  v.  Crooked  Creek,  for  coal 1901  498 

Conroy.  Frank,  v.   C,  M.  ft  St   P 1907  404 

Corkhill,  T.  B.,  Jr.,  Mlnbum,  ▼.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  damages  for  delay. ..  .1888  721 

Correll,  C.  C,  Adair,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  828 

Crylie,  Robert,  Glldden,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  loading  stock 1888  688 

CuUen,  J.  S.,  Whlttemore,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  824 

Darby  Block  Coal  Co.,  DarbyvlUe,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  coal 1898  98 

Davenport  Syrup  ft  Refining  Co.,  Adair,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  grain. . .  .1896  219 

Davis  Bros.,  Keota  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  coal  shipments 1906  878 

Davis,  C.  C,  Keota,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  406 

Davis,  Ed.,  Defiance,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  822 

De  Clow,  W.  L.,  v.  la.  Cent 1007  411 

Des  Moines  Sand  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.   C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  862 

Des  Moines  Linseed  OU  Works,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  for  flax  seed 1894  267. 

Dickey,  W.  H.,  Centarville»  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  coal 1880  6- 

Donohoe,  E.  A.,  et  aL,  Ebvelook,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  hay  shipments 1887  79S: 

Dorr  Cattle  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  for  skH>  t—A 1898  84' 

Dreyer,  J.  H.,  ApUngtoa.  v.  Ill  Cent 1#07  892r 

Dreyer,  H.,  Aplington,  v.  111.  Cent,  grain 1901  497 

Dysart  Canning  Co.  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  440 
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Eckley,  W.  O,.  Maclay,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  326 

Bdmonds,  B.  J.  &  Co.,  Marcus,  v.  111.  Cent,  &  M.  &  St.  L.,  for  grain 

shipment 1896,   141;  1897  145 

Elgin  Canning  Co.,  Blgin,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.,  et  al..  for  shipments  to  St 

Paul   1892  729 

Ellsworth,  O.  W.,  Keokuk,  y.  St  L.,  K.  &  N.  W.,  for  ice 1901  602 

Everwein,  C.  B.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P 1907  401 

Farmer's  Alliance,  Coon  Rapids,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  for  shipments  of 

coal    1892  845 

Farmers'  Co-Operative  Society,  Bode,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  323 

Farmers'  Co-Operatlve  Co.,  Armstrong,  v.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  409 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Badger,  v.  IC  ft  St  L 1907  419 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Badger,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 1907  44^ 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Holland,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P. 1907  403 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Kingsley,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1907  894 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Mt  Union,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1907  487 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Norway,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1907  489 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Wightmaa,  v.  C.  O.  W 1907  485 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Alvord,  v.  Q.  N.  Ry.  Co 1906  88S 

Farmers'  Elevator  and  Live  Stock  Co.,  Stanhope,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  825 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Ottosen,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  328 

PVLrmers*  Elevator  Co.,  Rake,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  324 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Rake,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  381 

Farmers'  Grain  ft  Coal  Co.,  Pocahontas,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P 1906  327 

Farmers'  Oraln  ft  Lbr.  Co.,  Dows,  v.  0.,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  438 

Fartners*  Incorporated  Co-Operatlve  Co.,  Pialmerp  y.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  489 

Fenn,  Q.  A.,  ft  Co.,  Salem,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1907  418 

Fern  Bros.,  Salem,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  331 

Fields  ft  Slaughter  Co.,  Akron,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  grain 1902  264 

Filia  Bros.,  Solon,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  408 

Finlayson,  C.  Q.,  Armstrong,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  live  stock 1905  285 

Fockler,  P.  H.,  Independence,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  hay  shipments 1887  805 

Fraser  ft  Ballon,  Primghar,  v.  D.  ft  S.  C,  (111.  Cent),  for  shipments  of 

grain    1890  940 

Feenstra,  T.,  Otley,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  coal. 1901  499 

Foster,  D.  J.,  Ringstead,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W. 1907  407 

Oalbraith,  Edw.,  Webb,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  for  hay 1900  219 

Galbraith,  Ed.,  Webb,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  898 

Oarlock,  W.  E.,  et  al.,  Gllmore,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  hay  shipments. . .  .1887  804 

General  complaint   concerning 1887  791 

Gibson,  C.  D.,  West  Liberty,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  444 

Globe  Coal  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  Iowa  Central,  for  coal  shipments 1896  154 

Gray,  M.  J.  Ledyard,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  hay 1895  168 

Gray,  J.  A.,  Onawa,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1907  395 

Graybill,  D.  R,  Massena,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  track  loading 1900  160 

Green,  J.  A.,  et  al..  Stone  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  stone  shipments 

unless  protected  by  shipper  at  private  expenses « 1892  860 

Green,  J.  C.  S.,  Aurella,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  grain  shipments 1890  951 

Gress,  Chas.,  et  al.,  Fenlon,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1907  418 

Guyer,  J.  J.,  Buffalo  Center,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P 1906  322 

Grain  Growers'  Incorporated  Co-Operative  Society,  Melvln,  v.  C,  R.  I. 

ft    P 1906  828 

Haddock,  Wm.  J.,  Iowa  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  for  coal 1888  681 

Hahn,   Henry,  Mallard,  v.  BL   St  L 1907  897 

Hall,  W.  M.,  Weldon,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  821 

Hambleton  Milling  Co.,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  grain 1895  284 

Hanna,  H.  W.,  Audubon,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  coal  shipments 1887  802 

Hanson,  J.,  et  al.,  Monroe,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  406 

Harrison,  Geo.,  Emmetsburg,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  for  coal 1881  143 

Hastings,  Mayor  and  council  of,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q 1880  89 
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Hayes,  Michael,  Washington,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1882  48» 

Hayton  &  Pearson,  et  al.,  Pierson,  v.  -C.  ft  N.-W.,  grain 1898  92 

Hershey  Lumber  Co.,  et  al.,  Muscatine,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1892  762 

Hlckey  Bros.,  Asplnwall,  v.  C,  BL  ft  St  P.,  for  grain  shipments 1892  860 

Hoffman,  Oliver  J.,  Slgoumey,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P 1907  89» 

Holcomb,  T.  R,  et  al.,  Muscatlneb  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  et  aL,  for  melons.  .1892  761 

Home  Lumber  Co.,  North  Bngllsh,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1906  383 

Hughey  ft  Son,  Wirt,  v.  H.  ft  S.,  refrigerator  cars 1884  664 

Iowa  Fuel  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  for  coal  shipments 1888  718 

Ivey,  Geo.  A.,  West  Bend,  v.  a,  R  L  ft  P 1906  323 

Johnson,  L  M.,  Maquoketa.  v.  C  ft  N.  W. 1907  884 

Johnson,  1.  M.,  Maquoketa,  v.  a,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  41& 

.    Johnson  Bros.,  Rippey,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  for  com 1899  113 

Johnson,  Qeo.  B.,  Buffalo  Center,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  failure  to  get  for 

stock    shipments 1905  276 

Jordan,  W.  B.,  Bancroft,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  grain  shipments 1887  800 

Keystone  Coal  Co.,  Rippey,  v.  D.  BL  ft  Ft  D.,  for  coal 1881  136 

King,  C.  W.,  Kennedy,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  327 

Klemme,  H.  J.  and  J.,  Alexander,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  for  coal 1898  90 

Kuester,  Henry,  Melvln,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1905  312 

Kunz  Bros.,  Wesley,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P 1907  387 

Lackey,  N.,  Haverhill,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  com 1901  601 

Larson  ft  Eggum,  Thompson,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  for  grain 1901  473 

Lau  ft  £k>ns,  Klenome,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P 1907  397 

Lau  ft  Sons,  Klemme,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  grain 1906,  279,  311 ;  1906  .330 

Ledyard,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  grain .  *. 1902  261 

Leverton,  J.  W.,  Abbott,  v.  Iowa  Central,  grain 1900  161 

Lewis,  Wm.,  Macedonia,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  damages  for 1885  524 

Llvermore,  F.  S.,  Buffalo  Center,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  397 

Loftus-Hubbard  Elevator  Co.,  St  Paul,  Minn.,  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  383 

Loftus-Hubbard  Elevator  Co.,  St  Paul,  Minn.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1906  384 

Loftus-Hubbard  Elevator  Co.,.  St  Paul,  Minn.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1906  312 

Loftus,  Geo.  S.,  St  Paul,  ▼.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  896 

McAndrew,  J.  K.,  HarUey,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  442 

Mabie,  A.  J.,  Whltten,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  881 

MablSb  A.  J.,  Whltten,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  891 

MalUott,  A.  B.,  Minbum,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1907  404 

Manvllle  ft  Ward,  Ocheyedan,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  live  stock 1905  284 

Marlon  Coal  Co.,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  for  shipment  of  coal 1892  857 

Marsliall  ft  Son,  Chariton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  failure  to  run  refrigerator  car.  1884  697' 

Mason,  David,  Harlan,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  for  shipment  of  hay 1892  851 

Mathews,  J.  J.,  Cherokee,  v.  111.  Cent 1906  886 

Medbury  ft  Darnell,  Homiok,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  897 

Medbury  ft  Darnell,  Homick,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  grain 1902  263 

Messerole,  C  O.,  Gowrie,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1907  386 

Meyers,  &  C,  KingSley,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1908  279 

Miller,  L.  B.,  Sinclair,  v.  ni.  Cent 1907  898 

Miller,  H.  E.,  Stanwood,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  stone 1902  849 

Mitchell  Implement  Co.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  408 

McNutt  SL  H.,  Algona,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  in 1891  826 

Moberly,  I.  N.,  Humphrey,  Mo.,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  cattle 1896  67 

Moore,  S.  C,  Elmore,  Minn.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  899 

Morris,  J.  D.,  Homick,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  hay 1900  218 

Moyers,  J.  A.,  Luther,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  for  grain 1900  187 

Mulgrew  Co.,  Thos.  J.,  Dubuque,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  828 

Muscatine  Melon  Shippers,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  melons 1896  218 

Nicholas,  James,  Williamsburg,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  et  al 1908  286 

Northwestern  Tile  ft  Clay  Producto  Co.,  y.  a,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  448 

Olson,  B.  ft  Co.,  Swea  City,  y.    B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  grain 1898  92: 

Olmstead,  J.  H.,  Mllford,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  8811 
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On  Iowa  division  of   C,   M.   &  St   P.,   during  winter  of   1906-1906.  .1906  327 

Olson  Bros.,  Swea  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  for  live  stock 1905  276 

O'Nell,  Felix,  et  al.,  Aurelia,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  grain,  etc 1887  805 

Paterson,  A.  L.,  Owego,  v.  C,  IC  ft  St  P.,  for  wheat 1899  114 

Patton,   U.   L.,   Manning,  v.  C,   M.   ft   St   P 1906  381 

Pearson  ft  Hayton,  Anthon,  v.  111.  Cent,  grain 1901  494 

Petersmeyer  Bros.,  Odebolt  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  furnish  for  oats  to 

Kansas   City    1901  619 

Pierson,  shippers  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  grain  rtiipments 1887  795 

Porter  ft  Son,  Falrmount  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  396 

Prairie  City  Produce  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  for  potatoes 1901  488 

Price,  W.   M.,   Ellsworth,  v.  C.   ft  N.-W 1902  2?0 

Priest  ft  Stocker,  Carroll,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  shipment  of  live  stock.  1886.499.526,527 

Ranks,  O.  D.,  Irvington,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  hay 1900  141 

Ranks  ft  Sterzbach,  Rodman,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  for  hay  shipments. . .  .1893  224 

Ranks  ft  Sterzbach,  Rodman,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  cars  off  its  own  line 1892  848 

Reams,  Warren,  Defiance,  v.   C,  M.  ft  St   P.,   for  grain 1898  91 

Reiley,  Thomas,  Blencoe,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  for  hay  to  Sioux  City 1895  228 

Relnhart,  C.  B.,  FamhamvlUe,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  track  loading. ..  .1900  179 
Resolution    of    Twenty-second    General    Assembly,     directing    action 

for    relief     1887  *  798 

Richards  Elevator  Co.,  Richards,  ▼.  IIL  Cent 1907  393 

Riley,  J.  W.,  Defiance,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  for  potatoes 1899  124 

Riley,  J.  W.,  Defiance,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  potatoes 1902  303 

Risley,  A.,  et  al.,  Rockwell  City,  v.  D.  M.  ft  N.-W.,  for  hay  shipments.  1887  804 
Robertson,  W.   J.,  Farmlngton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  of  certain  lengrth  for 

hay     1906  279 

Robinson,  B.  F.,  Armstrong,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  890 

Rohlk,  H.,  Rock  Rapids,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  for  barley 1901  525 

Rothschild  ft  Co.,   Davenport   v.   C.   ft  N.-W.,   for  patrons 1887  783 

Rothschild,  D.,  Muscatine,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  shipments  of  barley 1881  126 

Rumohe,  Fred,  Inwood,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P..  for  barley '. 1903  324 

Rusher,  R  F.,  Linnburg,  v.   C.  ft  N.-W.,   for  sand 1903  307 

Russell  ft  Co.,  Silver  City,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  for  shipments  of  com. . .  .1883  683 

Sand  Mound  Melon  Co.,  Fruitland,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  melons 1890  897 

Schafnit  G.  F.,  Moscow,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  ear  com 1899  77 

Schelle,  F.  J.,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  discrimination  in  distribution  of.  .1891  828 

Seibold,  G.  W.,  Danbury,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  grain 1902  260 

Senf.,  Wm.,   Latimer,   v.   Iowa  Cent 1907  396 

Seuffert,  L.,  Burlington,  v.  C,  St.  P.  ft  K.  C,  failure  and  delay  In....  1891  768 

Severson,  Halvor,  Inwood,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  440 

Seybold,  L.  J.,  et  al.,  Turin,  v.  C,  ft  N.-W 1906  337 

Seymour,  T.  S.,  Milford,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  for  hay  shipments 1887  793 

Shaffer,  A.  A.,  Rhodes,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P 1908  286 

Sherrick,  C.  W.  ft  Co.,  Farmlngton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  coal 1904  266 

Slagle,  F.  M.  ft  Co.,  Alton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1903  284 

Sleeper,  W.  H..  Sheldon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  329 

Slife,  M.,  Dedham,  v.   C,  M.   ft  St   P 1906  340 

Slife,  M.,  Dedham,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1902  263 

Sloan  Cereal  Co.,  Sloan,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1907  446 

Sloan   Elevator  Co.,   Sloan  v.   C.   ft  N.-W.,   for  shipments  to   Council 

Bluffs    1906  280 

Sloan  Elevator  Co.,  Sloan,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 1907  896 

Slevers.  W.  C.  Walnut  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  to  furnish  for  grain.  .1901  626 

Smith  Brothers  Coal  Co.,  Exline,  v.  C,  B.  ft  K.  C 1903  288 

Smith,  B.  F.,  Wellman,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1903  286 

Smith.  B.  F.,  Wellman,  v.   C,   R   I.   ft  P ...1906  390 

Smith.  B.  F..  Wellman,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1906  391 

Smith.  B.  F..  Wellman.  ▼.  C.  R  I.  ft  P .1907  380 
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Smith,  SS.  J.,  it  Sons,  North  English,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  for  drain  tile.  .1903  252 

Snake  Creek  Coal  Co.,  Rippey,  v.  IC  A  St  L 1907  432 

Snyder  M.,  et  al.,  Cleghom.  v.  111.  Cent,  grain 1901  496 

Southall,  Wm.  ft  fitons,  et  al.,  Pierson,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  grain.  .1898,  92 ;  1899  63 

1902  257 

Spencer,  city  and  citisens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  appeal  for  coal  cars..  1881  189 

Sk)urgeon,  J.  B.,  Adel,  v.  C.  M.,  ft  St.  P.,  for  com 1901  525 

Statement  of  General  Manager,  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  with  reference  to....  1906  856 

State  of  Iowa,  Board  of  Control  of  State  Institutions,  v.  Ill  Cent....  1907  44S 

Steckel,  W.  J.,  Bloomfleld,  v.  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  at  Paris  Station 1903  822 

Stephens,  B.  H.,  ft  Co.,  liOdyard,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  grain 1901  628 

Stephenson,  A.,  Templeton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  821 

Steinhoff,  H.  C,  Homick,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  cattle 1904  280 

Steil  Bros.  Hay  Co.,  Mallard  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  imable  to  get  foreign  cars.  1906  818 

Sterling,  D.  B.,  et  al.,  Buffalo  Center,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  stock 1905  282 

Stevenson,  W.  H.,  Hamburg,  v.  K.  C,  St  J.  ft  C.  B.,  com 1902  268 

Stoughton,  T.  S.,  Pierson,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  must  be  distributed  equitably.  1892  826 

Surber,  L.  A.,  Prairie  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P > 1907  405 

Swea  City,  citisens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1903  284 

Taloott,  R  A.,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P '1.1907  426 

Teed,  C.  E.,  Monona,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  household  goods 1901  519 

Thompson  ft  Knutson,  Wadena,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  wood 1902  268 

Thompson,  W.  A.,  Wadena,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  wood 1904  257 

Thompson,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R,  I.  ft  P.,  for  live  stock 1905  283 

Tomlinson,  H.  E.,  Newmarket,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  368 

Tomllnson,  H.  E.,  Newmarket  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  889 

Townsend,  D.  W.,  LeMars,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  liunber 1883  616 

Townsend,  D.  W.,  Cherokee,  v.  111.  Cent,  coal 1902  287 

Tuttle  Broa,  et  al.,  Wittemore,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  for  shipment  of  hay.  .1887  791 

Tuttle,  T.  M.,  Spencer,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 1907  890 

Tyler,  John  P.  ft  Co.,  Ladora,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  for  coal 1904  272 

Way  ft  Packard,  Cedar  Falls,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  damage  by  reason  of.  .1888  569 

Wayland-Wright  Grain  Co.,  Kansas  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  grain 1902  262 

Wayne,  E.  M.,  Woolstock,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  grain. 1895  280 

Warburton,  S.,  Germania,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1906  314 

Wedgewood  ft  Co.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  111.  Cent,  grain  for  Minneapolis 1898  86 

Wells,  A.  A.,  Emmetsburg,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  coal 1881  144 

Wells,  Geo.  A.,  Des  Moines,  y.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  391 

Wells,  Geo.  A.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  at  Chatsworth 1907  410 

Wesley  Elevator,  Radcliffe,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  account  of  shortage.  .1906  286 

Weston,  Wm.,  Anita,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  loading  cars  from  wagon 1899  118 

Wheeler,  J.  N.,  Germania,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  892 

Whitaker,  Robert,  Dallas  Center,  v.  Wabash  et  al 1903  290 

White,  Slator,  Beloit  Kan.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  for  stock ..1887  703 

White,  Geo.  C,  Nevada,  v.  C.  A  N.-W.,  for  grain 1899  121 

WilUams,  Chris,  Stratford,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1907  886 

Williams,  Richard,  Ida  Grove,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  live  stock 1888  693 

Wiemer  ft  Rich.  Ledyard,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  888 

Woden,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ftp 1906  388 

Wright  M.  M.,  Churdan,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  com 1902  261 

Yoimg,  O.  W.,  Glidden,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  live  stock 1888  691 

Zuck,  D.  B.,  Dallas  Center,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  for  stock 1906  280 

Zundel,  L.,  Monroe,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  404 

Faxlubb  to  Fxtrnish  Cabs  for  Cbrtaim  Mabkvtb— see  Rights  of  Bh4pper8. 

Failubb  to  Stop  at  Raiuboad  Cbossinob — see  OroaHnff  Btopa, 

Failubb    to    PusoRAsa    TiCKVT — ^ExTRA    Fabb    Mat    bb  Collbctbd— see 
Paaaenger  Fare, 

Fazlubb  to  Stop  PASBBNcnnt  Tbaxns — see  Passenger  Trains. 

32 
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FAILt7tJBB  OF  COMPANZn  TO  RBPOBT — 066  RepOTt, 

FAXLUBS  TO  Opbratb  Roadb — 866  A  bcMidoiiment  of  Boad, 

Failubb  to  Stop  at  Cbosbino — see  Oro9aing  Stop, 

Fabm  Crossino — Bee  Croaaing9,  Farm, 

Fast  Trains  in  Cimn — see  Speed  of  Tradna. 

Past  Trains,  PvrinoN  to  Stop  at  Small  Stations — see  Train  Bervioe. 

"Fbbdsrs'' — see  Local  lAnea. 

B'BBDINO    and    WATBRINO    STOCK    IN    TRANSIT — 

Patton,  U.  L,.,  Manning,  y.  C.  Q.  W.,  charge  for  discriminating 1906  296 

Fencing — 

Law  suggested   1886  18 

Liability  of  carriers  in  case  of  failure  to  fence 1884  499 

Provisions  of  law  in  relation  te 1888  19 

Railroads'    need    of   fencing 1888  91 

Hecommendations    concerning    1884  27 

Should  right  of  way  fences  be  hog  tight? 1898  78 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Adams,  J.  Q.,  Spencer,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  failure  to  fence 1885  661 

Axnmons,  C.  E.,  Decatur,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  hog-tight  right  of  way 1906  886 

Annan,  Q.  H.,  Yorktown,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  right  of  way 1904  289 

Arnold,  J*  W..  Cummings,  v.  C.  G.  W 1907  444 

Aves,  A.  Q.,  Melbourne,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  condition  of  right  of  way 1906  380 

Baldwin,  J.  W.,  Packwood,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  hog  tight 1906  380 

Beeson.  R  B..  Pattersonvilie,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  failure  to  fence 1885  567 

Borisch,  Martin,  Marshalltown,  v.  leu  Cent 1907  438 

Bosch,  Wm.,  Van  Cleve,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  bad  condition 1906  377 

Buckley,  Phillip,  Pattersonvilie,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  fence..  18 86  669 

Budd's  Estate.  Ames,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  343 

Bums,  Thomas,  Breda,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  fenoe 1885  526 

Campbell,  Robert  Martlnsburg,  y.  Iowa  Cent,  right  of  way 1905  291 

Carpenter,  O.  W.,  Dedham,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  Cailure  to  fence 1891  746 

Clever,  M.  G.,  and  Irwin,  J.  M.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  failure  to  fenoe 1884  661 

Curtis,  T.  J.,  Fonda,  v.  111.  Cent,  fencing  track 1884  531 

Damewood,  E.  C,  Coin,  y.  O.  ft  St  L..  condition  of  right  of  way 1902  246 

GaUentlne,  D.  M.,  Van  Cleve,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  right  of  way 1902  272 

Gallentlne,  D.  M.,  Van  Cleve,  v.  Iowa  Central,  right  of  way 1903  264 

Gardner,  John  M.,  Leon,  v.  D.  M.,  O.  ft  S.,  fencing  and  cattle  guards.  1884  649 

Qatton,  Russell,  Moscow,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  bad  condition  of 1894  324 

Gibson,  G.  H.,  Thayer,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  bad  repair 1905  802 

Gray,  James,  Ira,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  stock  yards 1898  82 

Harshbarger,   W.   A,    Oakland  Mills,   y.   S.   L.   K.   ft  N.  W.,   failure 

to   buUd    1892  841 

Haugh,  A.  F.,  Newton,  y.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  failure  to  fenoe 1908  829 

Hayne»  H.  H.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  G.  W.  right  of  way 1907  421 

Helmer,  M.  F.,  Lisbon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-^W.,  condition  of 1906  258 

Helphrey,  L.  S.,  Newton,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  right  of  way 1904  307 

Helphrey,  L.  S.,  Newton,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.>  right  of  way 1907  422 

Henderson,  C.  H.,  Coin.  v.  Wabash,  right  of  way 1902  301 

Howe^  E.  A.,  Brldgewater,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  relocation  of  fenoe. ..... ..1892  824 

Hughes.  R  M,  and  Hunn,  H.,  Boone,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  failure  to  build.  .1884  567 

Hurto,  J.  ff..  Laurel,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  bad  condition  of 1906  311 

IngersoU,  M  J.,  Edgewood,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  fence 1884  548 

Lange,  Adam,  Froellch,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  hog-tight  fenoe 1896  138 

Keneflck,  James^  Belmond,  y.  C.  G.  W.,  right  of  way 1904  294 

Kerr,  Geo.  W.,  Albla,  v.  Wabash  By.,  bad  condition  of 1905  305 

Koster,  Wm.,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  hog-tight  fence 1905  314 

Lang,  D.  R.,  Avon,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  condition  of  right  of  way 1906  366,367 

Lewis,  M.  M.,  Coin,  v.  O.  &  St  L.,  condition  of 1900  202 

Lockwood,  J.  C,  Greene,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  failure 1897  107 

Love,  Mrs.  B.,  Shenandoah,  v.  O.  ft  St  L.,  condition  of  right  of  way..  1902  246 

McDowell,  Palmer,  et  al..  Angus,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  failure  to  build 1885  654 

McGee,  H.,  Martlnsburg,  v.  B.  &  W.,  failure 1897  133 
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Compl&lnts  Concemingr — 

ICaguns,  O.  S.,  Ridgeway,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  condition  of 1904  808 

Mason,  W.  R,  Melbourne,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  condition  of  right  of  way...  19 06  381 

Meha,  George,  Camanche,  et  al.,  v.  B..  C.  R  &  N.,  petition  for 1893  223 

Meyer,  A.  F.,  Boyer,  v.  111.  Cent,  failure  to  fence 1900  187 

Millar,  H.  V.,  Patteraonville,  v.  C,  M  &  St  P.,  failure  to  fence 1886  660 

Moaer,  A.  L.,  et  al..  Laurel,  v.  Iowa  Central,  right  of  way 1904  801 

Murphy,  dtisena  ot  v.  la.  Cent,  right  of  way   1907  868 

Nason,   W.    B.,    Melbourne,    v.    Iowa   Central,    condition    of   right    of 

way  fence    1904  266 

Nelson,  Thoa.,  Bwart,  v.  leu  Cent,  right  of  way 1907  438 

Nicol,  Bert,  David,  v.  W.  it  W.,  fencing  station  grounds 1896  208 

Olson,  John  R,  et  al.,  Thor,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  failure  to  fence 1884  616 

Onrheim,  J.  L.,  Thor,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  failure  to  fence 1884  546 

Parsons  Broa,  Luray,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  condition  of 1900  212 

Porter,  W.  S.,  Orient  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  right  of  way 1898  69 

Price,  B.  T.,  Wlnfleld,  v.  B.  Sc  W.,  failure  to  fence 1886  580 

Rehder,  Max  H.,  Gladbrook,  v.  W.,  I.  &  N.,  failure  to  fence 1886  691 

Relfschnider,  Peter,  Laurel,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  bad  condition  of 1906  806 

Rlngland,  O.  8.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  Crooked  Creek,  failure  to  fence 1896  160 

Schnoor,  Qus,  et  aL,  Laurel,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  bad  condition  of 1906  812 

Shellhammer,  C,  Beaulah,  v.  C,  M  A  St.  P.,  failure  to  repair 1891  791 

Simmons,  A.  R,  Bast  Peru,  inquiry  concerning  hog-tight  fence 1898  78 

Smull,  John,  Wick,  v.  D.  M.,  O.  ft  S.,  failure  to  fence 1886  666 

Stouffer,  Q.  H.,  State  Center,  v.  Iowa  Central,  condition  of  right  of 

way  fence    1903  294 

Svendson,  W.  SL,  Mason  City,  ▼.  Iowa  Cent  et  al.,  out  of  repair 1906  299 

Taber,  Bdwin  S.,  Newton,  v.  N.  Sc  N.  W.,  failure  to  fence 1908  829 

Tibbetts,  D.  D.,  et  aL,  Ogden,  v.  C,  Ft  M  ft  D.  M.,  petition  for 1892  827 

Tuttle,  L.  M.,  Van  Cleve,  v.  Iowa  Central 1908  262 

Wakeman,  M.  A.,  Otho,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  to  connect  with  cattle  guards..  1887  716 

Waldort  C,  Hudson,  8.  D.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  fence 1892  •   833 

White.  S.  J.,  Pljrmouth,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  maintainence  of ; . .  .1884  650 

Wickersham,  T.  O.,  Melbourne,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  condition  of 1904  311 

WlUiksen,  O.  W.,   Thor,  v.   C.   ft  N.-W.,   failure  to  build 1884  614 

Wortman,  Sarah  A.,  Grlnnell,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  right  of  way 1907  896 

Fma  SlBT  BT  ENonnn — see  also.  Damage*. 

Liability  of  carriers,  exemption  by  contract,  supreme  court's  opinion..  .1895  xxxy 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Barslow,  P.  M.,  Burt  ▼.  C  ft  N.-W.,  to  hay 1886  519 

Bradley,  C.  J.,  Gowrie,  v.  C.  R  I.  ft  P.,  property  destroyed  by  fire...  1889  1082 

Bridge,  A.  M.,  Goldi^eld.  v.  B..  C.  R  ft  N..  to  hay 1887  682 

Bninskill,  D.,  Hawarden,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  damage  to  crops 1889  1068 

Butts,  L.  A.,  Russell,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  fire  set  out  by  engine 1886  697 

Demlng,  C,  Brush  Creek,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  fire  from  engine 1886  611 

Enfield,    James,    Hemdon,    v.    C,    M.    ft   St    P.,    to   house   from   fire 

by    engine    1884  684 

Brickson.  B.  B.,  Huxley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  fire  set  by  engine 1887  780 

Guthrie,  I.  N.,  Newton,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  fire  set  by  engine 1889  1008 

Haskins,  A.  N.,  S^sthervllle,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  fire  from  locomotive. .  .1888  641 

Leigh,  A.  C,  JjBLttimer,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  meadow  burned 1903  286 

McNamara,  Martin,  Grafton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  fire  from  locomotive.  .1884  622 

Nevelin,  C.  H.,  Parkersburg,  v.  111.  Cent,  to  meadow 1898  79 

Prindle,  T.  W.,  Steamboat  Rock,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  damage  by 1905  289 

Riechers,  J.  C,  Point  Lookout  Utah,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  damage 1899  78 

Ring,  Mrs.  S.  B.,  Mapleton,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  meadow  and  fence  de8troyedl900  190 

Roy,  Peter,  Tara,  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft  D.,  fire  set  by  engine 1885  608 

Scarles,  D.  D.,  Sloan,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  fire  set  by  engine 1887  726 

Stevens,  C.  R,  Donnellson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  EL  C,  fence  destroyed 1888  687 

Tartsoh,  William,  Paton,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  damage  to  hay 1890  936 

Travis,  SL  N.,  Peru,  y.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  damage  resulting  from 1892  799 

Werts,  J.  J.,  Russell,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  fire  on  meadow  set  by  engine. . .  .1886  607 
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FuiOMBN  AT  Strsbt  Cbobbino — 866  Oro98ing,  street. 

Floods^  losses  In  Iowa 1891  17 

Forwarding  Cars — see  Befueal  to  Receive  and  Forward  Freight. 

Frbb  TBANBPOBTATioir--Me  TvxmsportoMoH;  also  Ratee. 

FRmoHT  Cars — see  Care. 

Frbioht  Chargbs,  per  ton  per  mile 18S0         172 

Freight  Charges  Guaranteed — see  Chargee  Prepaid  or  O^taranteed. 

FREIGHT  Charges,  prepayment  demanded,  insolvency  of  'connecting  line..  187 8  1& 

— see,  also,  Chargee. 

FREIGHT   CLASSIFICATION  OF — 866   CUieaifioation 1886  64 

Freight,  Diversion  of — see  Diveraion  of  Freight. 

FREIGHT,  Prbpatmbnt — ^866,  also  Charges. 

Donahue,  Robert,  Buriin^on,  v.  Cent.  Iowa,  prepasrment  of 1884         560 

Freight — Refusal  to  Deliver — 

Dow  A  Mercer,  McVeigh,  v.  Ft.  Mad.  &  N.  W..  wrongful  withholding. .  .1884         600 

Melrose,  N.  M.,  Qoldfield,  v.  C.  A  N.-W.,  failure  to  deliver  at  station 1884         660 

FitnoHT    Trains,    Stopping    of    at    Platforms — see    Stopping    Trains   at 

Platform. 
Freight  Trains  Carrying  Passengers — see  Train  Service. 
rniBiGHT — ^Wrongful  Routing  of: 

Fairfield  Lumber  Co.,  Marion,  v.  C.  M.  &  St  P.,  over  two  lines 1906         297 

Fuel,  Appropriation  of  bt  Carriers — see  Appropriation  of  CoaU 

GONG,  electric,  for  crossing — see  Electric  Signals 1893         137 
Government  Control  or  ownership  of  railroads 1891  28 

Governor's  Questions  for  Reports — see  Reports. 

GRADES,  Reductions  of 1898  4 

Grade  Crossing,  Farm — see  Crossings,  Farm. 

Grade  Crossings,  Highways  or  SrREvrs-^-see  Crossings,  Highway. 

Grade  Crossing,  Railroad — see  Crossings,  Railroad, 

Grain  foe  Seed,  reduced   rates  for 1892         888 

Grain  House,  Sites  for — see  Sites. 

Granger  Law,  and  tariff,  workings  of  discussed.  .1878,  Appendix  cz-cxxll;  1878  61 

Granger   Law,    discussion   of 1885  84 

Granger  Movement  in  the  West,  history  of,  by  Spencer  Smith 1889  21 

Granger  Tariff,  Rarninos  Under — see  Earnings. 

Great  Britain,  Railroad  Commissioners  of — see  Commissioners. 

Grouping  op  Minbb,  for  sons  rates 1906        887 

HACKS   and   Omnibusbs,   Privilboeb    of    at    Station — tee    Omnibits 
Privileges  and  Discrimination. 

Hay  Rates,  petition  of  D.  M.,  N.  A  "W.,  for  advaaoe  tn 1898        188 

heating  of  Cars — see  Worming  Cars. 

Height  of  platforms  at  stations 1889       1071 

Hepburn   committee    report 1880  174.181 

Highway,   The.   and   the   railway 1881  70 

Highways,  establishment  of,   commissioners  no  authority  ov«r 1892         826 

Highway,    relocation,    expense    of    crossing    must    be    borne    by    railroad 

company     1889       1066 

Arcadia,  town  of.  v.  C.  A  N.-W..  repair  of 1906         272 

Keep,  F.  a..  Belolt.  v.  C.  Mi  A  St  P..  relocation  of  track 1886         661 

History  of  Iowa  railroads 1879,   88  ;  1880,.  289  ;  1896         170 

History  of  the  Railroad  Question  in  Iowa — see  RaUroad  Queetion. 
Hotel  Patronage,  Solicitation  OF--«ee  OmnUnu  Privileges. 

IBffPROVSMENTS  of  roads  and  rolling  stock 189]«  4;  1899  t 

INCOMPVTENT  Bnginbbrs — 866  Engineers, 

iKCBEAflS  OF  BABNINOS  UNDER  COMMISSIONVMl'  RAVBB — 900  Rates, 

Industry   Tracks — Complaints  Oonoeming: 

Arlon  ICiU  Co..  Arion.  v.  C.  M.  A  St.  P..  paUtlon  for 1907  416 

Brown  Bros..  CrawfordsvlUe,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q 1807  874 

Kelley  Canning  Oo..  WaverlF,  y.  111.  Cent,  re^EOl  to  iwitcb  tp,......1907  419 

Sibley  MIU  Co..  eUMey.  v.  C.  A  N.-W.,  vm  of  tot  cars ,1007  879 
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lNJt7NCTiON,  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  IN  JoiMT  Ratm — Me  Joint  Rat99. 
INJTTNCTION — Me  Rotf  and  Joitnt  Rate*. 

Injunction,  by  Judges  Brewer  and  Fairall,  y.  Schedule  of  1888 1888  86 

iNjuBm  TO  PBB80NB — flee  Peraonol  InjwrieB  and  AocidmUa, 

IKBOLTBNCT  OF  CoNNBCTiNo  LiiNB0,  prepayment  demanded 1878  15 

,                        INBPBCTION  OF  RAILROADS  IN  lOWA 1898,7      1907  458 

INBPBCTION   SSBYICB 

Baker  Bros,   and  Samuel  Ldlbum  Co.,   Ottumwa,  butter  and  egg  ship- 
ments      , 1893  234 

.                     Ck>uncU  Bluffs  Board  of  Trade  v.  C,  R  L  A  P.  and  C.  A  N.-W 1889  977 

INSUFFICISNT  PAssaNQXR  TRAIN  SBtTiCB — 860  Tra4n  Servioe, 

INTSRLOGKINO   SwiTGHBS — advisability   of   their  adoption   discussed 1889  18 

Adoption  of  in   Iowa 1897  8 

Discussion   of    1898  6 

^                  List  of  in  Iowa 1899,   10;   1900.   6;  1901  6 

Ackley,  crossing  of  111.  Cent  and  Iowa  Cent 1900  94 

Albia,  crossing  of  Wabash  and  C,  B.  &  Q 1900  97 

Ames,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  Ames  ft  Coll 1901  183 

Ankeny,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  Ft  D.,  D.  M.,  ft  S 1907  5 

Arion,  crossing  of  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  111.  Cent  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1900  100 

^                          Arion,  crossing  of  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  111.  Cent 1903  202 

Belknap,  C,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  Wabash 1897  35 

Beverly,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1906  279 

Boone^   C.   ft  N.-W.   with  own   tracks 1907  6 

I                          Carbon,  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.  and  111.  Cent 1901  188 

Cambridge,  crossing  of  C,  IC  ft  St.  P.,  D.  M.,  I.  F.  ft  N.,  and  Newton 

I  ft    N.    W 1908  204,208 

Capron,  crossing  of  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  Iowa  Cent 1903  205 

Camforth,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  R  I.  &  P 1896  48 

Camforth,  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  and  C,  ft  N.-W 1907  6 

Cedar  Falls,  crossing  of  111.  Cent  and  B.,  C.  R  ft  N 1900  92 

Cedar  Falls,  crossing  of  C,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  111.  Cent 1904  283 

Cedar  River  Bridge,  C.  ft  N.-W.,  and  branches 1906  276 

Centerville,  crossing  of  K.  ft  W.  and  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1898  30 

Centerville,  a,  R  I.  ft  P.,  and  C,  B.  ft  Q 1907  6 

Clarion,  C  O.  W.,  and  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1907  6 

Clarksville,  C.  G.  W.  and  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1906  877 

Colf&x,  crossing  C,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  Colfax  Northern 1904  284 

Cone,  crossing  C,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1902  216 

Corwith,  M.  ft  St  L.  and  Iowa  Cent 1901  180 

Culver,  C  R  I.  ft  P.,  and  C,  IC  ft  St  P 1907  6 

Davenport  C,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  B.,  C.  R  ft  N 1897,  46;  1898,  6;  1898  81 

I                         Denison,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  111.  Cent 1901  186 

De  Witt,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1901  180 

Dumont  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C.  G.  W 1900  100 

BSagle  Grove,  C.  G.  W.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  279 

Blberon,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1900  96 

BsthervlUe,  crossing  of  H.  ft  St  L.  and  B.,  C  R  ft  N 1900  98,  99 

Fairfield,  C,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  C,  B.  ft  Q 1897,  47;  1906  278 

Fonda^  crossing  C,  H.  ft  St  P.  and  111.  Cent 1900  99 

Ft  Madison,  drawbridge  of  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F 1899  87 

Gladbrook,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C.  G.  W 1908  211 

Gowrte,  C.  ft  N.-W..  a,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  N.  ft  N.  W 1904  232 

Grand  Junction,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1901  187 

Green  Island,  crossing  of  C,  IC  ft  St  P.  and  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1902  211 

GreenvUle,  BL  ft  St  I#.  and  G.     N.  W 1801,  182 ;  1902  215 

Hampton,  crossing  of  C.  G.  W.  and  Iowa  Cent 1902  215 

Harcourt  Ft  D.,  D.  IL,  ft  S.,  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1907  6 

Hartley,  C,  IC  ft  St  P.  and  G.  ft  N.-W 1901  182 

Hayfleld  or  Hawley,  BL  ft  St  L.  and  B.,  C.  R  ft  N 1901  180 

Hicks,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C.  G.  W 1908  808 
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Hinton,  crossing  of  D.  ft  S.  C.  and  a  C.  ft  N 1900  00 

Herndon.  crossing  of  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  with  branch  lines  of  same  com- 
pany     1900  9S 

Independence,  crossing  of  111.  Cent,  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1900  91 

Iowa  FaUs,  croMdnir  of  IlL  Cent  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1900  92 

Iowa  Falls,  crossing  of  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  111.  Cent 1908  203 

Iowa  Falls,  111.  Cent  and  C.  R.  I.  ft  P 1905  239 

Iowa  Falls,  ni  Cent,  a,  R.  L  ft  P.,  and  D.  !£,  L  F.,  ft  N 1907  f 

Jeflerson,  a  ft  N.-W.  and  D.  IC,   N.  ft  W 1901  186 

Kelley,  crosshig  of  N.  ft  N.  W.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1904  28S 

Lake  Mills,  crosshig  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  IC  ft  St  L 1900  96 

Laurens,  crossing  of  C  ft  N.-W.  and  Gow.  ft  N.  W 1900  6 

Laurens,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  O.  ft  N.-W 1902  210 

LibertyviUe,  C,  R.  L  ft  P.  and  C,  Ft  M.  ft  D.  M 1897  36 

Linby,  crossing  of  C  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C,  B.  ft  Q 1903  208 

LohrviUe,  crossing  of  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D..  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  .1903  207 

lialvem,  crossing  of  C.,*  B.  ft  Q.  and  O.  ft  St  L 1898  32 

l£anly,  crossing  of  C.  Q.  W.  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1903  205 

ICanson,  ni.  Cent  and  Oow.  ft  N.  W 1901  184 

Marathon,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1900  95 

Marshalltown,  crossing  of  C.  G.  W.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1902  218 

Mason  City,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  Iowa  Cent 1900  96 

Mason  City,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  M.  C.  ft  C.  L 1900  97 

Mason  City,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.,  and  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1902  212 

Maxon,  C,   B.  ft  Q.  and  Iowa  Cent 1906  281 

Mclntire,  crossing  of  C.  O.  W.  and  Winona  ft  Western 1900  98 

Mhigo,  crossing  of  C.  Q.  W.  and  N.  ft  N.  W 1904  236 

Melbourne,  crossing  of  C.  Q.  W.  and  Iowa  Cent 1898  82 

Moorland,  crossing  of  M  C.  ft  Ft.  D.  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1903  206 

Moravia,  crossing  of  Wabash  and  C,  M  ft  St  P 1902,  218  ;  1906  276 

Moulton,  WabaA  and  C,  B.  ft  K.  C 1901  184 

Neola,  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1897  47 

New  Hampton.  C,  M  ft  St  P.  and  C.  Q.  W 1901  181 

Ogden.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  M  ft  St  L 1901  183 

Oneida,  C.  Q.  W.,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  and  M.  ft  0 1907  6 

Otis,  C.  ft  N.-W.   and  branches 1906  275 

Ottumwa.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.  and  C,  B.  ft  Q 1897,  45  ;  1899  88 

Paralta,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1901  186 

Relnbeck,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C.  G.  W 1900  99 

Rinard,  crossing  of  C.  G.  W.  and  N.  ft  N.  W 1904  234 

Rockwell  City,  crossing  of  111.  Cent  and  C,  M  ft  St  P 1900  98 

Rockwell  City,  crossing  of  111.  Cent,  N  ft  N  W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  .1906  238 

Rowan,  crossing  of  C.  G.  W.  and  the  B.,  C.  R  ft  N 1903  202 

Sabula,  drawbridge  on  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  over  Mississippi  virer 1900  91 

Sabula,  drawbridge  on  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1908,  201 ;  1906  278 

Sargent's  Bluffs,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1902  212 

Seymour,  crossing  of  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1896    '      47 

Sibley,  C,  St  P.,  M.  ft  O.  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1901  185 

Slater,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1906    •    276 

Somers,  crossing  of  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D. 1608  206 

E^encer.  C.  M  ft  St  P.  and  M.  ft  St  L 1901  181 

Spencer,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  M.  ft  St  L 1905  289 

Tama,  crossing  of  C.  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1900,  93  ;  1901  187 

Tama,  C.   ft  N.-W.,   and  C,  M.   ft  St   P.. 1907  6 

Ute,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1900  64 

Washington,  crossing  of  C.  M.  A  St  P.  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1903  204 

Waverly,  C.  G.   W.   and  111.   Cent 1906  280 

Webster  City,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  HI.  Cent 1901  188 

Webb,  crossing  of  C.  M.  ft  St  P.  and  Gow.  ft  N.-W 1902  214 

West  Keithsburg,  drawbridge,  Iowa  Central 1908  209 

Wheatland,  crossing  of  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M  ft  St  P 1900  101 
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iKTBBBBCnONB,  FAILXTBI  TO  STOP  AT — 866  0r099inff  Btop9, 

INTEBSTATB  CoMMSRO— B86  olso  State  Commeroe. 

INTEBSTATS   COMMERCB    LAW,    VlOULTION    OF — 866   Rate9. 

Application  for  suspenBlon  of  loner  and  short  haul  clau86 1887  714 

Committeo  on.  from  United  States  senate 1886  82 

Desirability  of  establishment  of  Interstate  commerce  commission 1882  49 

Discussion   of    1882  42 

Discussion  of.  Interstate  Commerce  Railway  association 1890  24 

Interstate  commerce  law,  violation  of ' 1888  698 

Interstate  and  state  commerce,  discussion  of 1886  36 

Interstate    commerce    law    anticipated .' 1882  36 

Its  nature  discussed  in  supreme  court  decision 1892  88 

Law  of  1873 1878  56 

Law  regulating,  discussed  by  the  board 1887  31 

Power  of  the  state  in  reference  to 1887,  60  ;  1894  169 

Beagan    biU    1882  42 

Rates  on,  necessity  for  elasticity  In 1882  45 

Resolution  of  Twentieth  General  Assembly,  asking  congressional  action.  1884  86 

What  constitutes:  Diamond  Jo  line  case 1889,  1074,  1077 

D.   J.   Carpenter   case 1890  849 

H.  R.  Heath  &  Son's  case 1894  164 

lowA   CuissiFicATiON   No.    13 — adoption    of 1905  240 

Iowa  Coal  Rath,  PvririON  for  Aovancb  in — see  Ratee, 

Iowa  Commission  Law  Disous8n>—see  CommAssionerB, 

Iowa  FAUi^  &  Siomc  Citt  Railroad,  history  of 1879  109 

Iowa    Midland    Railwat.    history    of 1879  110 

IOWA  RAiutoAos,  HUTORT  OF — 866  HiBtwry  Of  liHoa  BoUrooda. 

Iowa  Ratbs,  Application  of;  Mason  City  Brick  Sc  Tile  Co.  ▼.  C.  ft  N.-W.  .1908  323 

JOBBING — ^Number  of   persons   employed   in    1884 1884  76 

JOBBINQ  AND  MANUFACTURINO 

Amount  of  sales  In   1884 1884  76 

Products    in    1884 1884  77 

Net  increase  of  business  of,  1884  over  1888 1884  76 

Materials    in    1884 1884  77 

Jobbing  in  Iowa,  number  of  people  interested  in ,  1886  49 

JOBBBRS  Ratbs  Dibcubsed — 866  Carlood  Rate9  and  Rate9 '.  1884  78 

Tons  of  freight  moved  in  1884 1884  76 

Petition  for  restoration  of  Jobber's  and  manufacturers'  rates 1886  636 

Wages  paid  by,  in  1884 1884  77 

Capital  employed  by,   in  Iowa 1884  76 

Jobbers  in  Iowa  should  be  placed  on  equality  with    those    of    outside 

points    1886  62 

Joint  Ratbb — see  also  Rate;  JokU. 

Carpenter,  B.  B.,  case  discussed 1899  8 

Commissioners  enjoined  from  establishing  by  R,  C.  R.  ft  N 1890  6 

Commissioners'    Joint    rate    discussed 1891  14 

Deemer,  J.,  decision  oonoeming 1895  xxiii 

Desirability  of  between  all   Iowa  lines 1887  717 

Joint  rates,  status  of  discussed 1894,  21 ;  1896  !> 

Dissenting  opinion  of  Justices  Rothrock  and  Robinson  concerning 1891  49 

Blghty  per  cent  schedule  higher  than  rates  voluntarily  charged  by  car- 
riers or  those  now  in  effect  on  interstate  trafllo 1891  15 

Failure  to  apply  on  flax  seed  shipments 1891  761 

Feiner  Fish  Co.,  Clinton,  v.  Express  Companies,  pro-rating  shipments.  .1906  261 

Hearing    in    matter    of 1907  272 

In  force  in  other  states,  but  refused  in  Iowa 1894  197 

Inquiry  by  Tabor  ft  Northern  with  reference  to  cancellation  of 1904  801 

Injunction   proceedings  against   commission 1891  46 

Law  and  discussion  In  reference  to  Joint  rates 1890  4 

LawB  relating  to 1896,XVin     1907  272 
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Joint  Rates — Continued.  Year 

Leglalation   recommended 1891,   60 ;    1896  zxiz 

List  of  roads  refuslnir  to  accept  commissioners'  joint  rates 1891  14 

List   of   roads   accepting   same 1891  16 

Litigation    on 1890  6 

Must  be  applied  for  and  refused  to  shippers  before  petitioning  board. . .  .1896  zxvlll 

Opinion  of  Iowa  supreme  court  concerning 1891,   46-60;   1896  xxt 

Opinion  of  supreme  court  in  reference  to  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.  injunction  case.  1898  27 

Opinion  of  supreme  court  in  reference  to  Blair  v.  S.  C.  AN 1897  296 

Overcharges  on  account  of  roads  failing  to  apply,  ordered  refunded 1891  768 

Power  of  states  to  fix  through  rates  over  two  or  more  lines 1891  47 

Petition  by  carrier  to  extend  time  of  trial  of,  account  of  apparent  in- 
crease of  earnings  under 1891  16 

Reasons  for  motion  to  dissolve  injunction  and  reasons  for  injunction. ..  .1891  46 

Resolutions  of  the  board  oonoeming 1907  276 

Rules  for  fixing  rates  for  continuous  haul  (80  per  cent  schedule) 1890  6 

Schedule  and  order  concerning 1896  xxil 

Status    and    discussion    of 1896  xvli 

Tripoli  Industrial  Assn.,  v.  O.  O.  W 1907  39S 

Violation  of  Joint  rate  law  by  one  carrier,  no  excuse  for  another 1891  763 

Willingness  of  111.  Cent,  to  apply  in  Iowa ■. 1891  768 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Baker,  W.,  manager  Columbia  Coal  Co.,  Diamond,  v.  Iowa  Central 1894  387 

Campbell,  F.  M.  ft  Co.,  Randolph,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  failure  to  apply 1896  194 

Carpenter,  £3.  B.,  Omaha,  Neb.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  al 1900  127 

Cedar  Falls  Paper  Mfg.  Co.  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  peti- 
tion   for    1889  1086 

Cedar  Falls  Paper  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Iowa  Cent,  and  C.  G.  W.,  refusal  to  applyl893  260 

Columbia  Coal  Co.,  Diamond,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  refusal  to  apply 1894  837 

Coon  Valley  Coal  Co.,  Des  Moines^  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  discrimlna-  , 

tion    in     1892  767 

Corey  Coal  Co.,  Lehigh,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  petition  for 1892  839 

Darby,  J.  H.,  Belmond,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  refusal  to  apply,  overcharge.  1895  203 

Davenport  shippers  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  et  al.,  petition  for 1889  1022,1087 

Flint,  F.  C,  Manchester,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  of  through  billing.  .1896  81 
Ft  Madison  Chair  Co.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  refusal  to 

make 1889  1066 

Holman,  C.  J.  ft  Bro.,  Sargent's  Bluffs,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al.,  petition 

for    1889  1018 

McGalora,  L.  K,  Larchwood,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  et  al.,  refusal  to  apply.  1892  862 

McCarthy,  M.   H.,  Dubuque,  letter  of,  concerning 1896  81 

Steeves,  J.  C,  Page  Center,  v.  H.  ft  S.  and  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  refusal  to  apply.  1892  862 

Smith,  H.  D.,  Montlcello,  v.  111.  Cent,  refusal  to  apply 1891  762 

Tims,  J.  B.,  Tama,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  grant 1890  934 

Joint  Stations — see  also  "Y". 

And   Y   connections,    legislation    recommended 1889  40 

At  railroad   crossings  or   intersections 1884  78 

Law  of  Missouri  and  Wisconsin  concerning,  at  crossings 1883  710 

Complaints  Concerning  and  Petitions  for — 

Allen  Grove  township,  Scott  county,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.  and 

B.,   C.  R.   ft  N 1886  499 

Brown,  J.  G.,  Marshalltown,  v.  Cent  Iowa  and  Wis.,  Iowa  ft  Neb....  1884  662 

Camforth,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  freight  facilities  at 1889  987 

Council  Bluffs,  citizens  of,   petition  for 1886  670 

Crandallt  J.  B.,  Sterling,  111.,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  and  Wabash  at  LohrviUe.  .1884  678 

Crooked  Creek  R'd.  Co.,  union  depot  at  Webster  City 1893  212 

Davenport  Mollne  ft  Rock  Island,  petition  for,  at  Wheatland 1887  766 

Dean,  George  W.,  et  al.,  Conway,  v.  H.  &  S.  and  C,  B.  ft  Q 1884  638 

Denison,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al.,  petition  of 1887  727 

Diagonal,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  St.  P.  ft  K.  C.  and  H.  ft  S.,  petition  for...  1889  1088 

Dickinson,  J.  L.,  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  aL,  application  for 1907  226 
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Donnon,  Fayette  county,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  A  St.  P.  and  B.,  C.  R. 

&  N 1890  859 

Drake,  &  D.  et  aL.  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al 1907  288,284 

Fayette  county,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  A  St.  P.  et  al.,  at  Donnan  June- 

Uon    1887  706 

Goldfield,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1884  636 

Harrison    township,    Mahaska    co\mty,    citizens    of,    v.    C.   ft  N.-W 

et  al 1886,    607;    1887  764 

HarveyvUle,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  Wabash,  St.  L.  ft  P.  ..1885  500 

Hawarden,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1884  637 

Hemdon,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  Wabash,  St  L.  ft  P 1884  688 

Iowa  co\mty,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1884  548 

Jenks,  A.  M.,  Sheldahl,  ▼.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al.,  platform  crossing,  etc. ..  .1887  689 
Jessup,  Ellaa,  et  al..   New  Providence,  v.   Iowa  Cent,   and  Toledo   ft 

N.-W.     1885  546 

Krysher,  Levi,  Avon,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for.  ..1886  603 
Louden  Machinery  Company,  Fairfield,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  C.  O.  W., 

petition  for  fr^ht  station  at  Afton  Junction 1893  167 

Melbourne,  J.  H.,  Bagley,  et  al.  of,  v.  C.  O.  W.  et  al.,  joint  station  at 

crossing    1896  16 

Malvern,  citizens  of,  ▼.  C.,  B.  ft  Q.  and  Wabash,  St  L.  ft  P 1884  528 

Mason,  B.  H.,  Camforth,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for.  1885  535 

New  Boston,  citizens  of,  v.  A.,  T.  ft  S.  F.  et  al 1897  41 

Noel,  J.  T.,  Noel,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  petition  for. . .  .1885  667 
Oneida,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.  and  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  petition 

for    1889  1072 

Palestine,  trustees  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W ....1884  512,518 

Reynard,  J.  S.,  Creston,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  C.  G.  W.,  at  Afton  Junc- 

Uon    1898  186 

Robinson,  C.  B.,  et  al.,  Hawarden,  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1887  704 

Rockwell  City,  citizens  of,  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  at  Lohrvllle. . .  .1891  758 

Romans,  J.  B.,  et  al.,  Denison,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.  and  C  ft  N.-W.,  at 

Arion     1891  742 

Row,  Samuel,  et  aL,  Oskaloosa,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  Bur),  ft  Western..  1885  502 
St  Charles,  citizens  of,  et  al.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  aJ.,  near  Bevlngton.1892  756 
Sheldahl,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  for. . .  .1886  570 
Sheldon,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  al..  Inadequate  accommo- 
dations  at 1887  697 

Shipley,  H.  F.,  Hemdon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  al 1883  708 

Smith,  A.,  et  al.,  Conway,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  H.  ft  8.,  petition  for....  1890  864 

Stlte,  T.  R.,  et  al.,  St  Charles,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  D.  M.,  O.  ft  S 1887  679 

Truro,  citizens  of,  et  al.,  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C.  et  al.,  near  Bevlngton 1892  755 

Walnut  and  Vernon  townships,  Palo  Alto  county,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C. 

R.  ft  N.  and  C,  M  ft  St  P 1886,  479  ;  1887  688 

Warren  township,  trustees  of,   Poweshiek  county,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and 

C,  R.  I.  ft  P ; 1884  698 

Warren  township,  Keokuk  county,  trustees  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C, 

R.   I.   ft  P ; 1885  676 

Wlnterset  St  Charles  and  Truro,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.   I.  ft  P.  and 

D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  petition  for,  near  Bevlngton 1892  755 

Jurisdiction  of  Railroad  Commissioners — see  also  Commiaaioners. 

Of  commissioners 1878,  6  ;   1891  28,  862 

Of  commissioners  in  matters  of  private  right. .  .* 1892,  26-28,  38-39 

Junctions,   list  of,   in   Iowa 1906  219 

Just  Disorimznation  discussed 1884  73 
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LACK  or  Cabb — see  Fa/O/wn  to  FumiBh  Oar$;  aso,  Oar9,  Look  of, 
Lack  of  Dbpot  Facilitibs — see  BtatUm. 

TukXEB,  Inland^  crossed  by  railroads  without  authority 1885  59 

Land  Grants,  first  and  final  report  of 1878,  46  ;   1893  13 

Labob  and  Small  Shippbrs — see  Carload  RatoB, 

YiARBAwm,  William,  governor,  questions  for  commissioners'  report 1889  42 

Law  Gbantino  Powbr  to  Commissioners — see  Commi^Honera. 

Laws  and  Lbgislation  relating  to  railways. ..  .1890  Appendix,  1899  Appendix,   1900 
Appendix. 

Affecting   powers   and    duties    of    board,    statement    concerning 1907  10 

Affecting  railroads  discussed — see  Railroad  QuoBtion. 

Amendments   suggested    1878  82 

Chronological  arrangement  of , .  .1878  81 

Conflicting  and  disputed  provisions  of 1889,   87  ;  1891  42 

Decisions  of  oourt  construing 1895  x 

iAQQ  to  automatio  ooaplMS  and  brakes 1887  56 

In  Iowa,  affecting  railroads 1890  Appendix,   1899  Appendix 

Provisions  of  in  surrounding  states 1895  vli 

Recommendation  of  commissioners  concerning  legislation.  1887,  57-69,  75;  1891  42 

Recommended  by  commissioners 1889,  37-45  ;  1891  42 

Revisions  and  present  status  of 1896  xl 

Suggestions  concerning  amendments  to  law  requiring  reports  of  carriers.  1879  4 

Uniformity    in    1892  46 

Wires  over  railroad  tracks,  regulation  of  by  board 1907    16,  20 

Lbabsb^  Thrmination  op  for  Warbhousbs,  Tbbms  of,  EJtc. — s€to  Bites. 

Leased  Roads,  discussion  of  advisability  of  consolidating 1879  66 

Levees,  their  maintenance  by  railroad  companies 1884  86 

Lewis,  Dwight  N.,  elected  secretary 1899,  15;  1900,  10;  1901,   9;  1906  9 

Liability  or  Carrier —                                                                                           Tear  Page 
Bbtond  its  Own  Lines — see  Damage; 
CoNGBRNiNo  LivB  STOCK — See  also  Live  Btock. 

For  care  of  in  transit 1889  1060 

For    killing    1898  249 

For  shrinkage  of  or  decline  of  market  during  delay  In  transportation.  1892  866 

Smith,  J.  N..  Fairfield,.  V.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  shipments  of  without  attendant.  1888  647 
For  Failure  to  Soxtnd  Whistle  at  Crossino — see  Btook  Killed;  also 
Croaeing  Highway, 

For  failures  to  stop  at  platforms 1891  777 

For  €kK>De  Shipped  "Owners'  Risk" — see  Ovmer'a  Riak, 

For  Rates  Quoted  bt  Aosnt 1889  1060 

Hamilton,  J.  M.,  Welda,  Kan.,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q ; 1886  669 

From  Fire,  Supreme  Court's  Opinion 1895  xxxv 

see  also  Fire  set  by  Engine;  also  Damagea. 
Not  Exempt  From,  bt  Contract — see  Owner'a  Riak, 

Of    Initial    carrier 1886  666 

Lighting  Cars — 

Discussion    of 1890  5 

Discussion  of  dry  carburator  system 1892  '  48,  44 

Limited  Tickets,  What  Constitutes  Notice  of  Limitation,  Etc. — see  Tioketa. 

Litbrature,  objectionable,  sold  on  trains 1883-  98 

LmoATiON — see  also  Railroad  Question. 

Cases  pending  In  state  courts  to  enforce  commissioners'  orders 1891  88 

Decisions  of  supreme  court  discussed 1892  21,  89 

In    reference    to    commissioners'    rates 1889  30 

Report    of   attorney-general    concerning 

1892,  39,  43;  1893,  39;  1890.  10;  1896,  xxxvill;  1896  176 
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Tear  Pa^e 

Ljtb  Stock — Bee  alBO  Liability  of  Carriera. 

Brown,  W.  R.,  Walllngtord,  v.  C.  M.  &  St  P.,  delay  In  transit 1888  687 

Care  of  when  shipped 1887  741 

Bngle,  £2.,  Onawa,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  cruelty  to  stock  In  transit 1884  541 

Hearing  in   repetition  for  reduced  rates  on 1907  888 

Hull,  J.  B.,  Ft.  Dodge,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  negUgence 1881  187 

Statement    concerning   rates    on 1907  10 

In  Paijlcb  Cabs — ^ICbthoob  of  Rbgulating  Chabobs  fob — see  Palace  Btook  Care. 

Live  stock  rates  in  Iowa,  Iowa  packers  satisfied  with 1904  287 

Receipt  of  at  Union  Stock  Yards  for  fourteen  weeks 1904  287 

Passenger  fare  for  attendant,  with  Li.  C.  L.  shipments,  not  authorized 

by   conmiissloner's   schedule 1894  276,347 

Confinement  in  transit,  not  exceeding  twenty-eight  hours 1878  66 

Return  passes  for  shippers  of 1904  286 

Substitution  of,  in  Tbansit — see  Btealing  Live  Stock  in  Transit. 

Utb  Stock  Ratbb — see  Batea,  Freight. 

liOAoiNG  Cabs  fbok  Wagons — see  also  Demurrage, 

Oolly,  W/H.,  Zearing,  v.  Central  Iowa,  refusal  to  furnish  cars  for. . . : .  .1886  678 

Strong  &  Co.,  Luton,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  for  track  shipments 1896  166 

Time  aUowed  for 1884,  625;  1889  996 

Hoble^  B.,  Blalrstown,  v.  all  lines,  regulations  concerning 1892  868 

liOCAL  Fbuoht,  percentage  of 1888,  20;  1886,   21;   1886,   20;  1887  20 

Ii0CAi«  Fbbioht,  Tonnaob  in  Iowa«  Pbbcbntaob  of-hmo  Tonnage. 

liOCAL  Ratxs — see  Rates, 

liOCAL  Tbain  Sbbvigb — sse  Train  Service. 

IjOcal  LtiNBB,  percentage  of  charges  received  on  through  shipments 1898  88 

Location  of  Railway — 

Board  of  Control  v.  M.  C.  &  F.  D.,  near  school  for  deaf 1902  265 

liOCATiON  OF  Cbibb — See  Nuisance. 

Randolph,  H.  F.,  Mayor,  et  al.,  CorrecUOnviUe.  v.  111.  Cent 1902  265 

liOCOMOTivBB,   net  weight   of 1879  64 

Tong,  W.  M.,  Boone,  v.  N.  &  N.  W.,  unsafe  condiUon  of 1905  278 

lioos.  Classification  of — see  Classifioation. 

lioo  Ratbb  CoMPABm>-HBee  Rates. 

Long  and  Shobt  Haul*  Ratbb  fob  and  Violation  of — see  also  Rates. 

Famam  &  KUboume.  Akron,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  vlolaUon  of 1888  696 

Fowler  Company,  The,  Waterloo,  v.  111.  Cent 1886  486 

Hogaboom,  S.  R.,  Creston,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  on  hard  coal 189^  226 

Joyce,  D.,  CarroU,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.  and  C.  &  N.-W.,  on  lumber 1894  279 

Lane  Implement  Co.,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  on  car  of  implements.  ..18'9 6  175 

Low  rates  for  long  haul.  Importance  to  the  state 1880  181 

New  York  and  other  laws  concerning 1886  65 

MerrUl,  J.  H.  &  Co.,  Ottumwa,  v.  K.  &  W.,  violation  of 1888  739 

Principle  of,  referred  to 1886  62 

LossBB  BT  Floods — see  Floods. 

LoesBB  on  Thbouoh  Business  Madb  up  bt  High  Local  Ratbb — see  Rates. 

Lumbbb  Ratbb — see  Rates. 

LoBT  IN  Transit — see  also  Damages. 

Bales  ft  Son,  Stockport,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  on  stock   1907  420 

Barber  Med.  Co.,  Davis  City,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  carboy  of  vitrei 1892  780 

Bamlde,  John,  Dana,  v.   C,  R.   I.   &  P.,   shortage  of  oats  shipped  to 

Peoria    1891  774 

Batten,  Daniel,  Lucas,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  household  goods 1903  284 

Beck,  Joseph,  Marcus,  v.  111.  Cent,  of  coal 1898  94 

Beck,  Joa,  Marcus,  v.  IlL  Cent,  coal 1904  274 

Brewer,  G.  W.  &  Co.,  Hamilton,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  groceries 1903  280 

Brower,  D.  M.,  Adel,  v.  C,  R.  L  &  P.,  hogs 1891  884 

Brown,  J.  V.  H.,  Flagler,  v.  C.  B.  &  Q.  et  al.,  mirror  broken 1899  96 

Brown,    W.    S.,    Manson,    v.    111.    Cent 1907  868 

Bruce,  J.  J.,  Rolfe,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  failure  to  deliver  goods  as  marked. . .  .1883  661 

Brueck,  a  P.,  BatUe  Creek,  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  ft  0 1907  418 
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Minimum  Chjibge — 

Bernbrock.  H.  O.,  Waterloo,  v.  United  States  Ex,  Co.,  on  laundry  baskets.! 9 04  267 

Iowa  Jobbers  v.  all  railroads,  attempted  advance,  25c  to  50c 1894  8SS 

Parker,   S.   F.,  BarlvlUe,   v.   C.   &  N.-W 1882  467 

Minimum  Weight — 

Brown,  W.  S.,  Manson,  v.  111.  Cent 1896  61 

Jackson  Grain  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  111.  Cent.,  misunderstanding  as  to.  1905  29» 

Minimum  Wbight  and  Marked  Capacftt  op  Cars — 

American  Linseed  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  111.  Cent.,  error  in  applying 1904  321 

Brown,  J.  G.,  Marshalltown.  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  charges  for  excess. ..  .1887  718 

Des  Moines  Linseed  OH  Works,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  flax  seed 1895  218 

Dunlap,  J.  H..  Clarlnda,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q..  on  wagons,  parts  of 1887  760 

DuBois,  W.  S..  Rockwell  City,  v.  C.  M.  &  St  P.,  marked  capacity  of  car.  1899  124 
France,  H.  C,  Rose  Hill,   v.  C,  R.  I.    &    P.,    rule    governing    marked 

capacity   of   cars 1897  186 

HolUngBworth,  A.  E..  Dunreath,  v.  lU.  Cent  coal 1899  61 

Ketchum  &  Johnson  Co.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  agricultural  im- 
plements      1897  108 

Leonard,  David,  Coming,  v.  all  railroads,  on  car  of  sheep 1894  169 

Matthews,  J.  J.,  Cherokee,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  com 1901  617 

McGrath,  J.,  Tyrone,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q..  on  coal 1892  866 

Morris.  Daniel,  Lawn  Hill,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  of  carloads 1882  469 

Mt  Pleasant  MlUing  Co.  v.  C,  B.  &  Q..  on  flour 1899  98 

Pearson  ft  Hayton,  Plerson.  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  grain 1899  96 

Sheldon,  H.  C.  Tingley.  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  on  sheep  in  carloads 1896  201 

Slife,  M.,  Dedham.  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P..  marked  capacity  of  cars 1899  124 

Townsend,  D.  W..  Cherokee,  v;  111.  Cent,  estimating  weight  of  brick. ..  .1899  84 

Welch,  B.  S.,  Shenandoah,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q..  on  shingle  shavings 1905  29S 

Mink,  Olivbr  W.,  comptroller,  letter  of,  in  Council  Bluffs  complaint 1886  646 

Mibcbllanboub — 

Adams,  B.  "B.,  Britt,  v.  C.  I.  &  D.,  compensation  for  printing 1886  616 

Astor.  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  location  of  new  town  near  A8tor..l886  689 

Brown,  A.  F.,  Newton,  v.  Central  Iowa,  failure  to  run  Odd  Fellows'  train.  1888  780 

Carlson,  S.  G.,  Stratford,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  rental  for  site  for  scales 1898  212 

Cassellman,  J.  H.,  Ames.  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  &  C,  claim  for  lost  mileage 

book     1892  842 

Davids  et  al.,  Sanborn,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  unsanitary  caboose 1896  92 

Dow  ft  Mercer»  McVeigh,  v.  Ft  M.  ft  N.  W..  wltholding  of  freight 1884  600 

Bxpenses  in  constructing  spur  track,  parties  entitled  to  return  of,   on 

abandonment  of  track 1891  788 

Gillespie,  Mrs.  R.,  Chadron,  Neb.,  v.  C..  B.  ft  Q.,  refund  for  ticket  stolen.  1889  1026 

Indebtedness  of  railway  comi>anies,   law  concerning 1884  77 

Jones,   F.   C,   Hemdon.   v.   D.   M.   ft  N.   W/.   et  al.,   storing  cars  on   Y 

track    1892  850 

"Kicking'*  cars  at  street  crossings.  R.  L.  McCanghan,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q...1907  446 
Paralta,  Linn  county,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  highway  to  depot..  1892  844 
Randall,   L.   D.  ft  Co.,   Dubuque,   v.   111.  Cent,  division   of   territory  be- 
tween  railroads    1881  182 

SloBSon,  J.  M.,  Northwood.  v.  B.,  C.   R.  ft  N..  feeding  snow-bound  pas- 
sengers     1883  674 

Spire,  William  J..  Bames  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  misconduct  of  trainmen.  1892  856 
Valentine,  H.  K.,  Casey,  v.  United  States  Bxpress  Co.,  claims  for  perish- 
able goods  shipped  with  charges  guaranteed 1892  847 

Misquoted  Rates  bt  Agents^  Liabilitiss  of  Carriers  for — see  Liability: 

Mixed  Carloads — see  Carlottds. 

Mixed  Train  Service — see  Train  Bervioe, 

Monopoly  of  shipping  facilities  on  station  grounds  against  public  policy . . . 

1890,    898-895;    1891,   786,   814;  1892  782 

Morgan,  B.  G.,  appointed  secretary  of  the  board 1880  8 

Resigned     1887  3 
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NATIONAL  Convention  of  railroad  commissioners.  1881,  161;  1900,  6;  1901  5 
see  also  Convention  of  Railrocid  Commissionera, 
Natioation^  Obstruction  op — see  Obatruction  and  Overfloto, 
Nboligbncb  in  Garb  of  Station — see  Btation. 

Niw    LiiNXB,   construction   of 1898  6 

Night  Station  Sbryicb — see  Station, 

North  WOOD  Case — see  also  Abandonment  of  Road. 

Certify   to   attorney-general 1884  46 

Nuisance — 

Excavation  of  pit  by  railway   company   causing  water   to   collect  near 

highway    1900  206 

Rockwell  City,  Board  of  Health,  v.  III.  Cent.,  stagnant  pond 1904  302 

Woman's  Village  Improvement  Society,  Coon  Rapids,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P., 

unsightly   piles   of   dirt. . . » 1897  196 

Randolph  v.  HI.  Cent,  location  of  cribs 1902  265 

OBflTBuorxNO  STBBvrs  AND  HiOHWAT  Ceobbinos — Bee,  also  Croeaing, 
Highway, 

Barney,  B.,  mayor  of  Meservey,  v.  M.  C.  &  Ft  D.,  street  with  cars....  1896  158 

Dodd,  F.  R»  Waucoma,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  with  standing  trains 1896  111 

Gaftord,  Joseph,  Burlington,  v.  citizens  of  Murray,  by  elevator 1887  687 

Homaday,  J.  N.,  Unlonville,  v.  C,  R.   I.   &  P 1903  830 

Johnson  &  £2ricson,   Pickering,  v.   C,  M.   &  St.   P.,   by  fence 1898  20d 

Knight   F.   W.,   Milford,   v.   C,   M.    &   St    P 1902  288 

Lee,    S.   W.,   Wick,   v.   C.   G.   W.,   by   standing   train 1898  80 

LeMara,    citizens    of,    v.    IlL    Cent,    et    al 1890  861,889 

MurchlBon,  A.   S.,  Williamsburg,  v.  C,  IC.  &  St  P.,   by  trains 1886  617 

Murray,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  at  highway  crossing 1886  666 

Murray,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  protest  of  Joseph  Gaiford 1887  687 

Ochiltree,  T.  J.,  Morning  Sun,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.,  blockading  streets 1884  636 

Payne,  I.  D.,  Linden,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  by  train 1901  498 

Roley,  T.  J.,  KeBwick,  v.  R,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  by  standing  trains 1896  126 

Rudolf,  A.  K.,  North  McGregor,  v.   C.  M.  ft  St   P.,  by  trains 1900  166 

RuBsell,  J.  M.,   Stonn  Lake*  v.  IlL  Cant,   by  elevator 1893  164 

Sherman,  J.  P.,  Elmore^  Minn.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  374 

Sumner,    InveBtigatlon 1900  189 

Thomas,    A.    D.,    Fredericksburg,    v.    C.    G.    W.,    streets   across   station 

grounds     1898  166 

Turner,  et  al.,  Colfax,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  by  train 1893  210 

Walker,  George  D.,  TeedB  Grove,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  by  trains 1900  177 

Waters,  James,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  with  cars 1892  832 

Wickersham,  T.  G.,  Capron,  v.   C.  G.  W 1903  820 

Wind,  Carl,  Hemdon,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P.,  by  train 1900  201 

Wyatt  B.  R.,  et  al.,  Lamoille,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W..  with  train 1886  664 

Zeldler,  J.  C,  Mallard,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  by  building  and  platform 1893  155 

Obstruction  and  Ovbrfu>w — see  Drainage. 

OwncMBa*  BatjARTibb 1888  646 

Omnibus   Privhaseb — 

Anderson,  P.  G.,  ft  Son,  Mason  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  in.  1896  222 

Beach,  W.  H.,  Gk>ldfleld,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  allow  him 1898  87 

Close,  George  V.,  Iowa  Falls,  v.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.,  et  al.,  discrimination  in.  .1892  768 

Sioux  City,  hackmen  of,  v.  R'y  Companies,  discrimination  In 1890  881 

Smith,  et  al.,  Manilla,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P.,  hotel  runners  at  stations 1888  697 

Stalker,    J.    W.,    Iowa    Falls,    v.    III.    Cent,    discrimination 1897  120 

Thomassen,  John  G.,  Pella,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  discrimination  in 1890  908 

Todd,  J.  B.,  Manilla,  v.  C,  M.    ft  St.  P.,  privileges  of  hotel  runners  at 

stations^ 1894  277 

Van  Hooser,  T.  and  C,  Cedar  Falls,  v.  111.   Cent,  discriminations  in..  18 81  136 

Opbratino  ESxfbnbbb — 

Must    be    met    by    earnings    1880  178 

Percentage  of  different  classes  of 1880  ,  162 


»U  INDBX. 

Tear  Page 
OPBRATOR8,  Tblsoraph,  PETiTipN  FOB — Bee   Station. 

OnDBRS    OF    C0MMI88IONIERS4    their    nature    should    be    specific,    instead    of 

advisory,  ■  opinion    by    supreme    court 1892  21,  S9 

OmoL  Capxtaxjsation — we  Watered  Btock, 

OymcHABOB  ON  Sand — see  Ratee. 

OyxBCHABoa  IN  Pasbbngir  Fabii    woe  Paaeenffer  Faree, 

Otbrcharob  or  Frxioht — 

Allen,  D.  P.,  Carroll,  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P.,  et  al.,  on  car  of  Junk 1889  1056 

Amos,  T.  B.,  Essex,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  on  calves 1887  75S 

Archer.  W.  F.,  Spencer,  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P.,  refund  ordered 1881  187 

Arnold,  J.  M.,  Davis  City,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q..  on  posts 1888  731 

Avery,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  on  passenger  fare 1907  447 

Aye,  Rolf,  Orundy  Center,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  timothy  seed 1895  824 

Baird  &  Baird.  Mame,  v.  C.  R.  I.  &  P 1904  821 

Bales  A  Son,  Stockport,  v.  C,  B:  A  Q.,  on  stock. 1907  420 

Banks,  J.  A.,  Cooper,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  A  W.,  on  thresher  engine  for  repairs.  1892  884 

Barber,  ESd,  Olidden,  v.  C,  A  N.-W.,  in  rate  on  buggy 1884  49,  69 

Barnard  Bros.,  Ackley,  v.  Central  Iowa,  keg  of  Ink 1880  19 

Barr,  B.  P.,  Bagle  Grove,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  on  empty  baskets 1887  684 

Barrett  ft  Son,  Mount  Vernon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  00m 1887  689 

Bathe.  O.   R,  Tuskeego,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q..  on  ear  of  hogs 1889  1054 

Baxter,  J.  W.,  Lewis,  v.  C.  R  I.  ft  P.,  on  live  stock 1888  888 

Beach.  C.  L.,  Stratton.  Neb.,  v.  M.  &  St  L..  error  in  quoting  rates. ..  .1886  612 

Beads,  J.  C.  Imogene,  v.  Iowa  Central,  on  household  goods 1901  618 

Bellevue  Pump  Co..  Bellevue.  v.  C.  M.  ft  St.  P..  interstate 1901  469 

Blanchard,  D.  A.,  Adel,   v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,   et  ai.,  on  wagsns 1887  690 

Blanchard,  D.  A.,  Adel,  v.  D.  M.  ft  W..  on  buggy,  interstate 1896  98 

Borum.  S.  J.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q..  and  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W..  on  billiard 

tables    1896  122 

Bowers.  Charles;  Quincey,  HI.,  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  ticket 1892  848 

Bunker   ft   Hazard,    Newell,   v.    HI.   Cent,    et   al.,    on   agricultural    feed 

steamer    1891  770 

Bussard,  J.  ft  Co.,  Imogene,  v.  W..  St.  L.  ft  P..  refund  of 1884  497 

Breezby,  W.  H.,  Kelly,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al..  refusal  of  Joint  rates 1892  846 

Brent  L.  H.,  Weston,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W..  erroneous  classification 1882  681 

Brockway.  B.  F..  Alnsworth.  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  live  stock,  etc 1888  682 

Brown,  C.  M.,  Ananoea,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  on  heifer.  1888  588 
Brown.  J.  G.,  Marshalltcvn,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P..  on  account  of  minimum 

weight     1887  718 

Brown.  L.  A.,  of  Jeffries  ft  Brown.  Davis  City,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q..  on  apples.  1891  772 

Brown,  W.  S.,  Manson,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  account  of  minimum  weight. ..  .1902  268 

Brown.  W.  S.,  Manson.  v.  111.  Cent,  marked  capacity  of  car 1896  61 

Brown,  W.   S.,  Manson.  v.  111.  Cent,   on  stone 1900  186 

Brown,  W.  8.,  BCanson,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  coal 1905  286 

Campbell.  B.  H.,Battle  Creek,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  car  of  grain 1907  420 

Campbell,  Guy  R,  Bmmetsburg,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St.  P..  on  passenger  fare 1907  420 

Campbell,  F.  M..  Woodbine.  C.  ft  N.-W..  claim  for 1906  808 

Canfleld.  Charles.  Esthervllle.  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  on  household  goods...  1888  667 
Carpenter.  D.  J.,  Belolt  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St.  P.  .on  account  of  applying  inter- 
state rates   to   state  commerce 1 890  849 

Carpenter  ft  Genung,  Independence,  v.  C,  B  ft  Q.,  on  hose-power 1889  995 

Carroll,  E.  L.,  Adel,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  on  wheat 1881  138 

Carroll,  T.  R.  Plalnfield.  v.  111.  Cent,  on  coal 1898  98 

Chambers.  S.  B.,  Corwlth,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P..  on  wagon 1886  499 

Clark.   Robert   New   Sharon,   v.   Iowa   Cent 1907  405 

Clarke.  O.  J.,  Sibley,  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  ft  O.,  on  merchandise 1888  716 

Cllft  N.  R,  Zearlng.  v.  Iowa  Central,  on  wire  fencing 1906  281 

Cline  ft  Bennett  Merlden,  v.  111.  Cent,  incorrect  weight  on  limiber 1883  698 

Cline,  J.,  Reasoner.  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P..  on  live  stock 1888  730 

Cochran,  Robert  Audubon,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N„  on  bull 1884  640 

Codd,  H.  G.  S..  Westfleld.  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  on  live  stock 1894  260 
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Cole,  J.  If.  ft  Son,  Greene,  v.  B.,  C  R.  &  N.,  on  wall  paper 1884  624 

Conroy,   P.  T.,  Walnut,  v.  C,   R.   I.   &  P.,  on  stock  cattle 1899  97 

Cooper,   A.   A^   Dubuque,   v.   C,   M.   ft   St    P.,    on   wagons 1881  138 

Cooper.  A.  Q.,  Ottosen,  ▼.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.,  on  stock 1900  183 

Cooper,  A.  M.,  Tracy,  v.   C*,   R  ft  Q.,   on  car  of  com 1896  76 

Corwln,  J.  H.,  Dedbam,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  et  al.,  on  household  goods..  1889  1048 

Cox,  J.  R.,  Dexter,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  threshing  outfit.  1892  846 

Crandall  ft  Syer,  Webster  City,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  spring  wagons 1881  132 

Cresswell,  John,  Bonaparte,  v.  C,  Ft.  M.  ft  D.  M.,  on  stock  cattle,  inter 

state     1899  126 

Critchfield,  J.  W.,  Lucas,  y.  C.,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  portable  house 1900  207 

Crosby,  C.  F.,  South  English,  v.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  passenger  fare 1879  .26 

Cunningham  ft  Gray,  Blencoe,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  at,  on  fence  posts 1889  1061 

Dammler,  Wm..  Newton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  refund  of  overcharge 1896  149 

Darby,  J.  H.,  Belmond,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  et  al.,  failure  to  apply  Joint 

rates  on  hogs 1895  203 

Davis,  A.  J.,  Sewal,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  com 1902  292 

Davis,  J.  E.,  Coin,  v.  C,  IC.  ft  St  P.,  on  household  goods 1896  163 

Deets  ft  Harper,  Mediapolis,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  apples 1904  323 

Denton,  Robert,  Iowa  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  bull 1884  647 

Des  Moines  X4inseed  Oil  Works,  v.  IlL  Cent,  charges,  on  marked  capacity 

of    oar    1896  218 

Des  Moines  Tent  ft  Awning  Co.,  v.  Adams  Express  Co 1904  310 

Dickey,  William  G.,  Maxwell,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  et  al.,  on  coal 1887  779 

Downing,  W.  E.,  Selma,  v.  C.  B.  ft  K.  C,  et  al.,  on  lumber 1888  733 

Dunlap,  J.  H.,  Clarinda,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  wagon 1887  760 

I>anlap,  W.  E.,  Alliance,  Neb.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  8t  P.,  refund  of  bridge  toll.  .1894  310 

Earle,  W.  C,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  stock  in  Ames  palace  car....  1888  884 

Economy  Furnace  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  Tabor  ft  Northern 1904  286 

Eckroat  John,  Beacon,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  interstate 1900  183 

Egbert  Fidlar  ft  Chambers,  Davenport  ▼.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  storage 1906  310 

Ellis,  G.  M.,  ESmmetsburg,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  on  sulky 1889  998 

Ellyson,  Zed,  West  Liberty,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  horse 1886  511 

Fairchild,  E.,  Chester,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  horse,  interstate 1899  106 

Fenlon,  James,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  Interstate 1907  429 

Fenlon,  James,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  interstate 1907  407 

Ferguson,  T.  W.,  Dallas  Center,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  roll  of  harness 

leather    1888  690 

Foster,  T.  M.,  North  English,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  dmgs 1899  68 

Fowler,  L.  M.,  Watklns,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  light  top  buggy 1888  677 

Freeman,  F.  M.,  Davis  City,  v.  American  Express  Co.,  on  two  dogs....  1892  854 

Fuller,  J.  W.,  Kellerton,   v.  C,  B.   ft  Q.,  on  hardware 1887  761 

Garvin,  William,  Marcus,  v.  111.  Cent,   on  horse-power 1890  846 

Garvin,   William,   Marcus,   v.   111.   Cent,   on  com 1894  236 

Garwood,  J.  H.,  Madrid,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1904  254 

Giant  Coal  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  coal 1885  504 

Gibbs,  E.  H.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  and  B.  ft  Western,  on  merchan- 
dise      1885  519 

Gilbert  H.  A.,  Estherville,  v.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.,  on  car  of  coal 1889  1060 

Gillespie,  J.  T.,  Nevada,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  overweight  on  empty  barrels. ..  .1889  996 

Globe  Coal  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  coal 1901  487 

Gk>lden,  C.  M,  Kellogg,  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P.,  shipment  of  seeds 1888  732 

Gooch,  N.  L.,  Avon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  immigrant  movables 1898  51 

Goodsell,  L.,  Fergus  Falls.  Minn.,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  in  passenger  fare..  1883  617 

Gossmann  ft  Regan,  Elkader,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  interstate 1902  279 

Graham,  Bl  J.,  Odell,  v.  C.»  B.  ft  Q.,  overweight 1901  493 

Graham  Paper  Co.,  St  Louis,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  paper 1907  417 

Graver,  W.  M,  Tingley,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  household  goods 1901  611 

Green,  Irvin.  LArchwood,  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  Interstate 1907  448 

Griffin,  E.  A.,  Takemah,  Neb.,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  on  household  goods. .  ..1891  772 
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Grlflin,  Patrick,  Grand  River,  v.  H.  &  S.«  on  car  of  com 1888  680 

Gronewes  &  Schoentgen,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  K.  C,  St  J.  &  C.  B.  1882,  533 ;  1883  604 

Guthrie,  S.  B.,  Webster  City,  on  oil  tank  wagon 1888  746 

Haddock,  Wm.  J.,  Iowa  City,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  on  shipment  of  books..  1904  270 

Haddock,  S,  G.,  Homick.  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P 1907  898 

Hale,  W.  C,  Wellman,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  on  car  of  oats 1887  761 

Hall.  C.  F.,  Glenwood,  Neb.,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  on  bull 1884  544 

Hadley,  A.  J.,.  Delta,  Col.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  and  D.  A,  R.  G.  on  house- 
hold   goods    1897  81 

Hall,  Truman,  Bedford,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  and  C,  B.  &  Q.,  on  buggy...  189 6  65 

Hamilton,  J.  M..  Welda,  Kan.,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q..  on  bull 1885  659 

Haney,  9.  J.,  Chequlst,  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P 1903  297 

Hannum  Brothers  ft  Arthaud,  Wapello,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1903  294 

Henderson  Bros.,  Traer,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  interstate 1907  480 

Henry,  Qeo.  D.,  Fairfield,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  account  of  overweight 1906  388 

Hershey  Lumber  Co.,  Muscatine,  v.  B.,  C.  ft  N.,  on  lumber,  change  of 

rates   without   notice    1883  565 

Hersey,  I*.  G.,  Barlvllle,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  five  cars  of  com 1887  713 

Hill,   F.   W.,   Maxwell,   v.   C,   M.   ft  St   P.,    on   flour  from  Waterloo   to 

Melbourne    1888  681 

Himes,  M.  Li.,*  Blkader,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  mistake  as  to  proper  rates  to 

apply     1905  304 

Hoag,  J.  M.,  Maquoketa,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  car  of  ponies  for  state  fair.  1889  1063 

Hofer,  J.  S.,  Dec*  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  et  al.,  on  household  goods 1902  286 

Holmes,  Joa,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W^,  on  car  of  apples 1891  757 

Hollister  Lumber  Co.,  Manchester,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  coal 1900  172 

Hoopes,  T.  J.,  Eugene,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  household  goods  and  lumber. . .  .18^82  467 

Hornaday,  C.  A.,  Udell,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  on  hay  press  interstate 18*98  88 

Horr,  John,  Montrose,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  shipment  of  wagon 1889  990 

Howe,  J.  P.,  Fenton,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,"  stone,  etc 1900  221 

Hoyt  M.  A.,  ft  Bro.,  Carroll,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1879  28 

Hughes,  J.  C,  Norwalk,  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  on  logs 1897  88 

Hunna,  A.,  Abingdon,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  household  goods,  interstate 1892  731 

Hupp,  John,  Fairfield,  v.  C,  R.   I.  ft  P..  on  live  stock 1898  78 

Hulburt  L.  B.,  et  al.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  on  coal 1881  141 

Hurst  ft  Company,  Maquoketa,   v.  C,   R   I.   ft  P.,   on  account  of  long- 
est routing 1906  293 

Hutchcroft  ft  Co.,  Kossuth,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  slack  coal 1889  1008 

Ingwerson  Mfg.  Co.,  Lyon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1907  377 

Igo,  Lewis,  Palmyra,   v.  C.   ft  N.-W.,   on  com  shipments 1887  691 

Ives,  C.  J.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  428 

Jackson,  A.,  Tama  City,  v.  U.  P.,  on  mixed  car  of  live  stock 1883  664 

Jappe,  Gust,   Rosedale,   v.   C,  R    I.   ft  P.,   and   C.   ft  N.-W.,   on  horse- 
power           1889  1041 

Jennings.  F.,  Rose  Hill,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al..  live  stock 1898  43 

Jervis,  John,  Cleveland,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  portable  home 1900  203 

Jlckling,  Willing,  Ira,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  on  buggy 1894  239 

Jonhson,  J.  F.,  Paton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  car  of  horses 1892  834 

Johnson,  J.  V.,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  cattle 1884  519 

Johnson,  J.,  Red  Oak,  v.  Central  Iowa,  on  live  stock 1886  497 

Johnston.  A.,  Tingley,  v.  H.  ft  S..  et  al..  on  coal 1888  678 

Jones,  T.  B.,  Beaconsfield,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  two  mlnimums 1899  111 

Judd,  A.  T.,  et  al.,  West  Liberty,  y.  R'y.  Companies 1884  496 

Jurgens,  Fred,  Bolivar,  Mo.,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  on  household  goods. ..  .1896  98 

Karberg,  H,  St.  Louis,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  on  acct  excess  baggage  rate 1901  502 

Keefe,  James,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  on  coal 1889  1094 

Keefe.  James.  Ft.  Dodge,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  et  al.,  on  coal 1889  991 

Kelley,  J.  W..  Osceola,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  on  lime 1880  16 

Knowles,  C.  B.,  Glenwood,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  cow 1898  53 

Knowles,  W.  F.,  Sioux  City,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  light  bulky  package 1882  450 

Knowles,  W.  H.,  James,  v.  American  Express  Co.,  on  small  package. ..  .1891  771 
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Knowles,  W.  F.,  James,  v.  U.  S.  ESxpress,  harness 1908  292 

Knowlton  Mfg.  Co.,  Rockford,  111.,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  on  implements. ..  .1886  547 

Kreutzer  &  Wassen,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  on  lumber 1881  133 

Kreuger,  C.  F.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  on  household  goods 1^94  262 

La  Orange,  J.  H.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  Junk  to  Chicago 1897  68 

Lane  Implement  Co.,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  on  short  haul 1896  175 

Lane-Moore  Lumber  Co.,  Laurens,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  claim  for 1906  358 

Lane-Moore  Lbr.  Co.,  Laurens,  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P.,  interstate 1907  871 

Leech,   James,   Derby,  v.   C,   B.  &  Q.,   on  bobsleds 1887  69$ 

Leeper,  J.  B.  &  Co.,,  Pleasanton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  et  al.,  petition  for  refund.  1889  1013 

Leigh,  A.  C,  EagleviUe,  Mo.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1903  325 

Leimkuehler,  F.,  Moscow,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  binding  twine 1897  117 

Looker,  J.  K.  M.,  Bonaparte,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  emigrant  movables 1891  825 

Lummis.  W.  D.  F.,  Perry,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  iron  safe 1886  583 

McDaneld  ft  Co.,  D.  H.,  Iowa  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  dead  hogs 1886  585 

McDonald.  O.  W.,  Dysart,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N..  on  merchandise 1884  619 

McOalora,  L.  E.,  Larchwood,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  traffic  from  point  to  point 

in  Iowa  though  passing  outside  the  state  in  transit  is  state  commerce.  1892  862 

McOrew,  Oeo.  E.,  Selma,  v.  U.  S.  Express  Co.,  interstate 1907  432 

McKay,  F.  D.,  Adel,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1900  200 

McKay,  F.  D.,  Adel,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  on  coal 1897  115 

McKlnley,  Gtoo.  F.,  St  Ansgar,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  household  goods. .  .1895  204 

Maddn,  Jno.,  St  Anthony,  ▼.  Iowa  Cent,  on  Uyb  stock 1907  876 

Marshall.  Ed.,  Casey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  household  goods 1894  298 

Marshalltown  Buggy  Co.,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  Interstate 1907  417 

Marston.  E3.  H.,  Falrbury,  Neb.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  household  goods 1904  303 

Martin,  E.  H.,  Telephone  Co.,  Webster  City,  v.  U.  S.  Ex.  Co.,  et  al 1903  317 

Mattes,  Jos.,  Odebolt  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1907  436 

Matthews,  B.,  Randalla,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  mixed  car  of  live  stock 1893  224 

Matzinger,   O.,  Slater,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  shipment  of  bull 1903  257 

Meade,  S.  K..  Rockwell  City,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  on  butter  and  eggs 1888  691 

Meade,  S.  K.,  Rockwell  City,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  on  eedt  and  other  mer- 
chandise      1889,  999,1002 

Mennig  ft  Slater,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  on  pickles 1900  202 

Miller  ft  Co.,  E.  W.,  Casey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  350 

Miller,   George,  Clutier,  v.   C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  store  fixtures 1901  514 

Miller,  H.  C,  Coydon,  v.  H.  ft  S.,  on  car  of  com 1887  706 

Miller,  John,  Waukon.  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  on  broom  com 18.92  830 

Mitchell  Implement  Co.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  387 

Moore  ft  Gill,  Kansas  City,  v.  K.  C,  St  J.  ft  C.   B..  on  car  of  merchan- 
dise      1883  676 

Moore,  N.,  Van  Meter,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,   on  wheat  to  Chicago 1897  68 

Moorman,  Mark,  Newton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  household  goods 1908  298 

Moran  ft  McManus,  Adair,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  on  merchandise 1886  650 

Morris,   David,   Lawn   Hill,   v.   C.   ft  N.-W.,   minimum  carload 1882  459 

Murray,  Geo.  P..  Wiota,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  on  emigrant  movables 1891  778 

Nichols,  Pliny,  West  Liberty,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  on  stock  for  fairs 

1881,  141 ;  1884  567 
Nicholson,  H.,  Maple  River  Junction,  v.  C.  'ft  N.-W.,  on  emigrant  mov- 
ables     1888  710 

Norton,  C.  W.,  Durant  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  live 

stock     1884  520 

Nye,  J.  P.,  Essex,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  com 1883  724 

Nye  ft  Bourne,  et  al..  Grundy  Center,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  excessive  rates..  1883  733 

Oran,  A.  L.,  Mediapolis,  v.  Adams  Ex.  Co 1906  354 

Ormsby,  A.  L.,  Emmetsburg.  v.,  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  carriage,  interstate.  .1896  99 

Owens,  A.,  Caxlisle,  v.   C.,   B.  ft  Q.,   excessive  freight  charges 1894  248 


I                      Packard,  S.  B.,  Marshalltown,  v.  Iowa  Central,  on  shipments  of  cattle..  1903  256 

I                      Parshall,  Lyman  B.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  interstate  on  ticket 1907  388 

I                      Pearson   ft   Hayton,    Pierson,    v.    C.    ft   N.-W..    grain 1899  96 

Pearsons.  B.  D.,  Blencoe,  ▼.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  on  car  of  posts 1889  1058 
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Penney,  P.  A.,  Malvern,  v.  C*  B.  A  Q..  claim  for 1907  87g 

Plcksworth,  P.  H.,  Anamoea,  v.  C.  St  N.-W.,  Interstate 1907  418 

Pioneer  Implement  Co.,  Council  BlufEs,  v.  C  &  N.-W 1906  S67 

Plummer,  J.  W.  &  Sona,  New  Hartford,  v.  111.  Cent,  apples,  Interstate.  .1899  109 

Polk,  S.  H.,  Sidney,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  Interstate 1907  898 

Powers,  T.  B.,  Scranton,  v.  C.  *  N.-W.,  livestock  and  agricultural  Imple- 
ments     1898  41 

Preston,  F.  B.,  Adel,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  A  W..  on  empty  egg  cases 1891  769 

Rabb,  J.,  Mt  Ayr,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  on  coal 1904  809 

Radwlch,   S.,  Davis  City,  v.   C,   B.  &  Q.,  passenger  fare ;...1888  750 

Reasoner,  Mrs..  H.  M.,  Reasoner,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  live  stock 1889  1066 

Redhead,  Oeorge  S.,  Des  Moines,  v.  D.  M  &  K.  C,  on  young  bulls 1896  96 

Red  Oak  Qas  Co.,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  B.  St  Q.,  Interstate 1907  876 

Renken  &  Tammen,  Parkersburg,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  brick  in  car  loads 1883  691 

Rheinberger  &  Schroeder,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  fixmiture,  K.  D.1886  614 
Rebum,  Thomas,  New  Albln.  v.  C,  If.  ft  St  P.,  end  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.,  on 

bull     1884  682 

Risley,  T.  E.  D.,  Shenandoah,  v.  C,   B.  ft  Q.,  on  horses,  lack  of  Joint 

rates 1896  169 

Ritchie,  W.   S.,  Muscatine^  v.  U.  P.,  on  car  of  onions  and  potatoes.. .  .1888  614 

Ritchie,  W.  S.  ft  Son,  Muscatine,  v.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.,  et  ai.,  on  car  of  oats.  1886  588 

Rlppey  Coal  Co.,  Rlppey,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  coal 1889  1026 

Roberts,  F.,  Coon  Rapids,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  account  of  overweight 1898  83 

Roberts,  J.  ft  Co.,'  Columbus,  Neb.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  shelled  com....  1884  547 

Roe,  B.  W.,  Canon,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  passenger  ftire 1907  441 

Rogers,  Warren,  Marathon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  emigrant  movables 1888  722 

Rosegrant  S.  C,  Oalva,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  oil  meal 1886  511 

Rosenberg,   Isaac,  Traer,   v.   B.,  C.  R.   ft  N.,  on  merchandise 1884  608 

Ross,  Charles  A.,  Gray,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  interstate 1905  279 

Sanders,  R.  W.,  Collins,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  emigrant  movables 1905  269 

Saucer,  W.   H.,  Ackley,   v.  111.   Cent,   on  marble 1888  689 

Schnoor,  Mrs.  O.,  Alvord,  v.  U.  S.  Express  Co.,  on  box  of  merchandise.  .1902  257 

Scott  O.  B.,  Peterson,  v.  U.  S.  Ex.  Co.,  organ 1898  42 

Schenk,  Walter,  Burlington,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  passenger  ticket. ..  .1886  525 

Shearer,  F.  W.,  Ida  Grove,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  telephone  poles 1884  587 

Sheldon,  H.  C,  Tingley,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  minimum  weight  on  sheep 1896  201 

Shin,  C.  T.,  Kellogg,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  interstate 1906  361 

Shultz,  H.  E.,  Dows,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  show  case 1884  582 

Smith,  E.  H.,  Dubuque,  v.  111.  Cent,  et  al.,  on  goods  for  state  fair....  1884  640 

Smith,  E.  R.,  et  ai.,  Fairfield,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  live  stock 1898  78 

Smith,  H.  C,  New  Hartford,  v.   111.  Cent,  on  household  goods 1884  605 

Smith.  H.  D.,  Montloello,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  feed 1882  568 

Smith,   H.   D.,   Montlcello,   v.   111.    Cent. 'et   al..   Joint   rates   refused 1891  762 

Smith,  8.,  et  al..  New  Market,  v.  St  L.,  K.  ft  N.  W.,  on  household  goods.  1886  608 

Smith  ft  Shaul,  Quimby,  v.  K.  C,  S.  J.  ft  C.  B.,  on  car  apples 1890  866 

Spauldlng  Manufacturing  Co.,  Orlnnell,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  888 

Stacy,  A.  L,  StacyviUe,  v.  111.  Cent,  interstate 1901  628 

Starlin,  John,  Missouri  Valley,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  on  stone 1884  498 

Steer,  William  M.,  West  Branch,  v.  B./  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  coal 1884  691 

Steeves,  J.  C,  Page  Center,  v.  H.  ft  S.,  and  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  Joint  rates  re- 
fused      1892  862 

Stevens,  J.  E.,  Bentonsport  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1903  315 

Stow,  A.  E.,  Castana,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  old  wagon 1900  168 

Tasker,  Thomas  G.,  Onslow,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  com 1887  728 

Tasker,  K.  S.,  Onslow,  v.  C,  Bl  ft  St  P.,  on  com  to  Chicago 1896  181 

Taylor,  H.  L.,  East  Peru,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  et  al.,  on  emigrant  movables.  .1898  211,228 

Teal,  C.,  Ocheyedan,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  general  merchandise 1885  549 

Tennesee  Cedar  ft  Timber  Co.,  Wanamaker,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  et  al.,  on  ac- 
count of  stakes  on  cars 1898  58 

Thomas,  A.  E.j  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  cow 1887  781 

Thompson,  George  P.,  Manchester,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  on  emigrant  movables..  19 04  814 
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Trlzzell,  Thomas,  Malcom,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  smokestack 1892  858 

Turner,  M.  B.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  Iowa  Central,  et  al.,  claim  for  rebate 1906  276 

'    Tuttle,   L.,  Lawrence,   Kan.,  v.  M.  &  St   L.,  on  hay 1886  498 

Viers;  R.  L.,  Charlton,  v.  Adams  Bzpress  Co 1907  879 

Vorse,  F.  W.,  Des  Moines,  v.  W.  St  L.  &  P.,  on  acrrlcultural  implements.  1884  645 

Voss,  Fred,  Logan,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  on  emigrant  movables 1889  1069 

Wagner,  Phil,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  on  emigrant  movables 1891  760 

Wallace,   Thos.,   Aurora,   v.   C,   B.   A  Q 1906  867 

Watson,  Mrs.,  Sioux  City,  v.  K.  C,  St  J.  A  C.  B..  et  aX,  on  household 

goods     ■ 1883  669 

Watson,  J.  A.,  Hull,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  emigrant  movables,  interstate.  1896  162 

Webb,  O.  B.,  Rhodes,  v.  Adams  Bzpress  Co.,  et  al 1900  161 

Webb,  Henry,  Kew,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  exorbitant  rates 1888  626 

Weir,  H.  C,  Mt  Pleasant  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  live  stock  by  weight 1889  1049 

Weir,  R.  H.,  Wlnthrop,  Dak.,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  household  goods 1886  668 

W^lls,  Bank,  Germania,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  grain  to  Chicago 1898  65 

Weston,  F.  B.,  Carroll,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  hay 1898  60 

Wheeler,  J.  G.,  Battle  Creek,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  live  stock 1907  417 

WheiSlock,  O.  H.,  Germania,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  stock  cattle 1901  611 

Wheelock,  G.  H.,  Germania,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  interstate 1906  846 

Williams,  Imp.  Co.,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  goods  not  shipped  O.  R..  .1884  628 

Williams,  R.  R.,  Keb.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  on  house 1897  96 

Wilson,  J.  C,  Harper,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  on  carriage 1892  844 

Wilson,    B.    L.,   Truro,    v.    C.    G.    W.,    on   buggy 1896  117 

Wilson,  Andy,  Mountain  Grove,  Mo.  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  interstate 1906  260 

Wlss  Bros.,  Alta,  v.  III.  Cent,  on  live  stock  prior  to  acceptance  of  com- 
missioners'   rates   and   pending   injunction    proceedings 1894  282 

Wlswell,  B.  R.,  Rolfe,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  hay 1888  718 

Witham,  J.  W.,  Des  Moines^  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  in  passenger  fares 1892  849 

Woodruff,  B.  B.,  Knoxvllle,  v.  C,'  R.  I.  ft  P.,  Interstate 1907  412 

Wright  W.  T.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  ai.,  on  passenger  ticket...  .1887  782 

Taggy,  B.  H.,  Audubon,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  emigrant  movables 1886  688 

Tecum,  A.,  et  al..  Van  Cleve^  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  tickets  to  state  fair.  .1889  1061 

Young,  Charles,  Taintor,  v.  Iowa  Central.,  on  emigrant  movables 1891  766 

Younger,  J.  W.,  Winterset,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  car  of  wheat 1902  269 

Zangs,  H.  A.,  Ottumwa,  v.  C,  B.  ft  K.  C,  on  whiskey 1884  698 

Otsbchabob,  refunded  in  case  of  violation  of  long  and  short  haul  clause..  1894  279 

OTiRWBiuHT^  Mississippi  Box  Co.,  Muscatinc,  v.  Western  Railway  Weighing 

Ass'n,    claim   of  interstate 1906  889 

Orm  Cbobsinob — see  CroaHnff, 

OVBBFLOw — see  Drainage,  Damages,  Obetmotion, 

OWNSBSHIP  AND  CONTBOL  OF  lUZLROAOB  BT  GOVBBNKBNT'— SSO  OOVSrwneni. 

OwvKsa'  Risk — 

Contract  exempting  common   carrier  from   liability   not   authorised   by 

law 1882  416 

Laws  concerning   ...1884,   628;   1892  881 

Complaints    Concerning — 

Campbell,  Daniel,  Blencoe,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  damages....  1882  466 

Crawford,  W.  H.,  Hampton,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  on  bulk  flaxseed 1881  188 

Brickson,  C.  A.,  Meservy,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  released  shipments 1892  881 

Shanks  ft  Coats,  West  Mitchell,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  et  al 1888  660 

Walton,  Charles,  Paton,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  damages  for  breakage 1890  878 

Williams  Imp.  Co.,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  carriers  liability  unaf- 
fected      1884  628 

Williams,  W.  L..  Coming,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  in  shipment  of  dairy  products.  1886  610 
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PALACE  Stock  Cabb— 

Fields  &  Bros.,  W.  M.,  Cedar  Falls,  v.  all  lines,  extra  charge  for....  1892  8S9 

FABSBNoaBS,  accommodation   for    1906  6 

Passbnobrs  Cabried  on  Frbight  Trains — see  Train  Service. 
PASSBNoaR  Fabbi — BOO,  also,  Overcharge, 

Discussed    at   national    convention    of    commissioners 1891  SO,  86 

In  Nfew  York   1878  62 

On  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  reduction  in 1903  282 

ReducUon  discussed    1887,   47;    1889  42 

Ten  cents  extra  on  failure  to  purchase  tickets — see,  also,  SjeotUm  frofn 

Train 1891  780 

With  reference  to  improved  condition  of  roads 1891  26 

Complaints   Conceminc — 

Armour,  Volney,  Livermore,  v.  M.  &  St.  K,  extra  fare  paid  on  train..  189 2  886 

Baker,  T.  M.,  Ciimmlng,  v    C.  G.  W.,  excessive  passenger  fare 1894  286 

Bradford,  W.  E.,  Brltt,  v.  C.  M.  &  St  P.,  excessive  passenger  rates..  1883  712 

Boone  county,  grand  Jury  of,  v.  G.  &  N.-W.,  illegal  and  excessive. ..  .1902  800 

Button,  H.  EL,  Alden,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  excess 1904  302 

Crosby,  C.  F.,  South  English,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  excessive 1879  26 

Curl,  C.  B.,  Bloomfield,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  advertised  excursion  rates  re- 
fused     1883  687 

Cade,  R.  C,  Carroll,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  on  railway  ticket 1897  69 

Danuneir,  William,   Newton,   v.   C,    R.   I.   &   P.,   not  part  of  freight 

charges    1896  149 

Danner,  W.  W.,  Des  Moines,  for  Holiness  Association,  camp  meeting 

rates 1894,  326;  1896  198 

Day,  Homer,  Blythedaie,  Mo.,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  fare  paid  on  train 1892  882 

Dundozi,  John,  Whiting,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  overcharge  in 1902  248 

Frazier,  J,  S.,  Nevada,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  overcharge  on  account  of  longest 

route    1897  121 

Qronwoldt,  Wm.,  Nashville^  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  discrimination  in 1901  611 

Harris,  A.,  Avoca,  v.  C,  R  I.  &  P.,  overcharge  in 1881  127 

Haun,  J.  C,  Grand  Junction,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  excessive 1904  286 

Hewing.  I.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  St  P.  St  K.  C 1892  860 

Howard,  E.  A.,  Fairfield,  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  &  C,  fare  paid  on  train. ..  .1892  861 
Iowa  Leather  ft  Saddlery  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  O.  ft  St  L.,  inquiry. ..  .1897  110 
Ives,  C.  J.,  in  re  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  reduced  rates  to  Y.  M.  C.  A  secre- 
taries     1892  864 

Kirby,  Thomas,  Emmetsburg,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al..  transfer  charge  at 

Goldfleld     1904  306 

Leeds  Improvement  Co.,  v.  IlL  Cent,  five  cent  fare  to  Leeds 1889  1086 

Lindeman,  M.,  Epworth,  v.  ni.  Cent,  car  companies  to  be  compelled 

to  issue  commutation  ticket 1897  80 

McEvoy,  E.  P.,  Osgood,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  failure  to  observe  con- 
tract      1901  488 

Madison,  E.  P.,  Ottumwa,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  stop-over  checks 1880  76 

Parr,  F.  J.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N..  overcharge 1900  ISO 

Poorman,  D.  A.,  Des  Moines,  y.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  extra  fare  paid  on  train.  .1891  836 

Springer,  A.,  Prairie  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  refusal  to  redeem  tickets.  .1885  580 

Stevenson,  E.  C,  Rockwell  City,  v.  D.  M..  N.  ft  W.,  discrimination.  .1895  183 

Stewart  A.  D.,  Yale,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  petition  for  refund  of  excess.  .1893  229 

Tracy,  L.  D.,  Des  Moines,  letter  concerning  excess  paid  on  train. ..  .1879  31 

Weston,  A.  A,  Victor,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge 189§  66 

White,  D.  F.,  Grlnnell,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  10  cents  extra  paid  on  train.  .1895  231 

Witham,  J.  W.,  Spirit  Lake,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  excessive  1886  678 

PA88BN0BR  TRAINS,  information  relative  to  movement  of,  to  the  public. ..  .1904  6 

Accommodations  on  1904,  7;  1906  6 

Pabsbs  to  shippers  of  live  stock 1883,  649 ;  1904  6,  286 

WelUell,  a  E.,  Gowrie,  v.  C,  R.  ft  P.,  right  of  shippers  to 1900  180 

Patbonaob  fob  Hotbl«  Solicitation  of— see  Omnibus  Priviiegea, 

Patino,  carriers  must  pave  between  and  one  foot  outside  of  rail  in  streets.  1884  77 
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Year 

PBNAuriBB,  for  foilure  to  apply  oommlflBloners*  rates,  agreement  concerning.  1889  86 

PERCBNTAGB  OF  lowA  TONNAGE — See   Tonnage. 

Pbrcbntaob  to  short  lines 1878.  16;  1879.  65-69;  1888,  737;  1893  88 

PxRiBHABLji  Propbstt,  Dblat  IN  Handlino — BOO  Damages. 

TWRKXSB,  C.  B.,  president  C,  B.  &  Q.,  letter  of,  on  long  and  short  haul 1886  487 

Letter  of,  adopting  conunlslsoners'   rates 1889  29 

Pebsonal  Injubt — 

Frazler,  James  Jr.,  PauUlna,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  thrown  out  of  buggy 1884  521 

Hill,   Enoch,  liltchellvlUe,   v.   C,   R.   I.   &  P.,   mall   pouch   thrown  from 

train    1896  120 

Martin,  F.  A.,  Washington,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1882  581 

Reid,  Chas.,  Wesslngton,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  damages  on  account  of 1883  579 

Stephens,  C.  W.,  Woodward,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  In  caboose  In  collision. .  .1888  716 

Strlngham,  Alonzo,  Kellerton,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q..  damages  for 1895  232 

Physical  Condttion  of  Roadb^  Impbotbd 1898  4 

Platfobms,  height  of,  at  stations 1889  1071 

Platfobms  at  Railboad  Cbossinob — see  Joint  BtatUme. 

POLITIGAL  situation  In  Iowa  discussed 1888  44,  46 

Fools  and  Poolino — 

Discussion   of    1878.  48;  1879,  69;  1882.  48;  1888,  42,66;  1894  368 

Discussion  of.  In  national  convention  of  conunlssloners 1894  868 

Eftect  of.   on  trade  and  commerce 1886  66 

Failure  of.  as  a  method  of  controlling  rate 1886  67,  68 

Forbidden    by   law    1883  648 

Legality   of    1887  89 

Paper  on,  by  Peter  A.  Dey 1894  868 

Pooling   contract,    sanctions   for 1887  42 

"Popular  and  Legal  Views  Concerning"  Judge  Cooley 1886  84 

Potter,   T.   J.,   letter  on 1883  647 

FoflTiNo  or  Tabdts — see  TaHffs. 

Poultbt^  Lite,  Pbotibions  fob  Shipments  of — 

Gentner,  W.  H.,  Farmlngton,  v.  C.  B.  ft  K.  C 1898  49 

POWEB  OF  Commibsionebs— see  Authority;  also  OommiaBUmera. 

Pbbpaid  Chabqes — see  Charges,  Bates,  Prepayment;  also  Freight  Charges. 

Pbspatmemt  or  Ckabobb— 

Carpenter,  C.  O.,  Chicago,  ni.,  v.  B.,  C   R.  ft  N..  on  melons 1901  616 

Carpenter,   C.  O.,   ConesvlUe.  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  guarantee  of  charges 

on  perishable  freight   1896  40 

Doyle,  Chas.  T.,  Panora,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  household  goods 1883  638 

Felner  Fish  Co..  Clinton,  v.  U.  S.  Express  Co 1906  871 

Prepayment,  no  discrimination  allowable.     (Diamond  Jo  case) 1889  1074 

Pbbsent  Cash  Value — see  Value. 

PBiYATE  Claims — see,  also,  D<Mmage. 

Commissioners  no  authority  to  collect 1889  1082 

Pbitate  Side  Tbacks — see  Side  Tracks. 

Pbocbdubb   before    railroad   commissioners 1892,  21-39  ;  1880  164 

Pbopobtion  of  Eabninos  to  Shobt  Lines — see  Percentage  to  short  lAnes. 

PBO-BATING  discussed  4n  re  MerrUl  v.  K.  ft  W 1888  739 

In  Iowa,  discussed  1884  6 

For   "feeding"   lines    1879  66 

Pbospbbitt  of  roads 1891  4 

Pbotection  fbom  Crossing — see  Crossing. 

Public  Wabbhousb — see   Warehouses,  Publio. 

PuBLiciTT  of  railroad  matters  desirable 1878  71 

PuBDT,  W.  G.,  vice  president  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  earnings  discussed  by 1889  8 

Letter  of,  on  cash  value  of  railroads. . . .  .^ 1888  42 

UOTAtionS  of  Rates  bt  Agents  Binds  Cabbibbs — see  Rates. 
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RAILROAD  QuasTZOif — 

Address  by  Thomas  M.  Cooley 1891  Z9 

Anderson,  Commissioner,  paper  on,  by 188S  62 

Discussion  of   1884  4-89 

In  its  relation  to  accounts  and  statistics  of  companies 1898  40g 

Origin  and   problems   of,    Adams 1881  81 

Smith,  Spencer,  Commissioner,  on 1889  %% 

Baxlroad  SrruATXOK  zn  ths  Wbst.    Paper  by  Qen.  O.  M.  Dodge 1888  89 

Razlboads — 

Abandonment  of  road  and  taking  up  track—see  Abandonment  of  Road. 

Are  public   highway    1881,  77;  1886  64 

Classification  of   "A."   "B."   "C," 1881  86 

Crossing  railroad,  failure  to  stop  at — see  CrosHnff  Stop, 
Blevation  of — see  TopograpMoal  DiacuaHon, 

History  of — see,  also,  History , 1880  289 

In  hands  of  receivers — see  Receivers. 

In  the  West,  situation  of  by  General  Dodge 1888  89 

Laws — see  Lawa  Relatinff  to  Raihoaya. 
Legislation  concerning — see  Legialation. 
Ownership  or  control  by  government — see  Government. 

Present  cash  value  of,  letters  concerning,  etc 1887,  131-147  ;  1888  661 

Progress  of  railroad  building  discussed 1881  77 

Stockholders  and  public  equally  interested  in  prosperity  of 1886  64 

Their  origin  and  problems,  Adams 1881  81 

Their  relation  to  the  territory  they  were  built  to  serve 1886  60-68 

When  in  private  business  can  not  discriminate  in  favor  of  themselves. . .  .1889  1046 

Baizaoad  Commissionbrs — 

Additional  powers  of,  discussed — see,  also,  Commiaaionera,  authority  of..  1885  66 

Authority  of,  discussion  concerning  law  granting  additional  power  to. ..  .1884  42,  81 
Conference  of— «ee  Commiaaionera. 

Convention  of  1881  168 

Discussion  of,  by  Judge  Cooley 1883  46 

List  of  Iowa  commlsisioners — see  Commiaaionera. 

Law  discussed    1886  66 

Made    elecUve    1889  26 

National  convention  of,  at  Columbus — see,  also,  Commiaaionera 1878  73,  74 

Report  to  the  CuUom  committee  on  interstate  commerce 1885  88 

Batbb,  Fbbioht — ^for  passenger  rates,  see  Paaaenger  Farea. 

Adoption  of  commissioners'  rates  by  railroads,   February,   1889 1889  29,30 

Adoption  of  Iowa   Classification   No.    13 1905  240 

Advance  in,  petition  for 1894  36 

Agreement  of  companies  to  adopt  commissioners'  schedule 1889  86 

Amendments  1,  2  and  8  to  Iowa  Classification  No.  13...  1906,  284,  285,  286,  290,  291 

Application  by  Iowa  trunk  lines  for  advance  in 1894  184 

Application  of  Iowa  rates  to  shipments  beginning  and  ending  in  Iowa 

though  passing  outside  in  transit,   denied 1903  323,363 

As  between  through  lines  and  local  lines,  percentages 1893  38 

Authority  of  commissioners  to  make  under  law  of  1878 1889  26 

Based  solely  on  comparison  with  rates  in  other  states 1894  198 

Carload  rates  on  mixed  cars  of  linseed  and  carbon  oils 1892  844 

Carriers  no  ground  for  complaint  at  reduction  of  by  public  authority  to 

the  average  it  voluntarily  accepts.     Int.  Com.  Com*n 1891  10 

Carriers  using  class  A  rates   on   interstate   business   cannot   plead   for 
class  B  locally,   when  such  rates  discriminate  against  Iowa.     B.,   C. 

R.    &    N 1890  871 

Cerro  Oordo.and  Ida  counties,  citizens  of,  petition  of,  to  reduce 1895  220 

Change  in,  by  amendment  to  classification  No.  12 1902  217 

Coal,  ice,  etc,  for  less  than  five  miles 1890,  903,  922;  1891  729 

Coal,  petition  for  advance  In  for  200  miles  and  upwards 1892  791 

Coal,  protest  of  operators  against  advance  in 1894  191 

Coal,  rates  from  Des  Moines  mines  to  M  &  St  L.  towns  in  northern  Iowa.  1903  290 


INDBQL  S21 
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Coal   rates.   Investigation   of,   ordered  by   Twenty-seventh   Oeneral   As- 
sembly      1899  9 

CkMLl,   Bchedtde  In   1880 1880  28,86,87 

Coal,  schedule  suggested  by  Gk>vemor  Larrabee  in  Glenwood  case 1887  688 

Commlssioneri^,     apply     on    shipments   from   point    to    point    in    Iowa, 

though  passing   ouside   in   transit 1892  88,89 

Commissioners',  criticised  by  W.  G.  Purdy,  vice-president  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  1888  42 

Commissioners',  effect  on  purely  local  roads 1891  18, 14 

Commissioners',  eftect  on  Iowa  business 1891,  9,  16 ;  1894  216 

Commissioners',  intended  to  afford  relief  to  business  interests  of  state 

and  give  reasonable  compensation  for  service 1888  85 

Commissioners',  original  schedule,  higher  than  voluntary  by  carriers. ..  .1888  88 

Commissioners',  promulgated  under  law  of  1888 1888,  85;  1889  988 

Commissioners',  schedule  and  classification  No.   12 1901  189 

Commissioners',   proven   satisfactory 1892  26 

Commissioners',  reasonable  maximum  a  check  on  rate  wars. 1891  4 

Commissioners',  schedule,  applies  to  shipments  beginning  and  ending  in 

Iowa,    though   passing  outside  in   transit 1896  216 

Commissioners',  schedules,  eftect  of  as  applied  to  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  local 

traffic     1888  764 

Commissioners',  schedule,  in  Dubuque  shippers'  case 1888  798 

Commissioners',  schedule,  effect  of  as  applied  to  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  traffic  in 

Iowa    1888  816,817 

Commissioners',  what  was  takte  into  consideration  in  fixing • .  .1888  86 

Commissions  paid  for  business,  evidence  of,  too  high.    Int  Com.  Com'n..  1891  10 

Commodity,  to  manufacturers  in  Iowa,  impracticable  to  grant 1894  19» 

Comparison,  the  proper  method  of  judging  a  tarlCC.  .1888,  764,  784,  816;  1884  191 
Comparison  of,  in  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Illinois,  Indiana*  Ohio 

and   Michigan,    with   Iowa   distance   tariff 1888,767.786,801;  1894  198 

Comparison  of,  between  Chicago  and  Iowa  points,  and  Davenport,  Du- 
buque and  Burlington  and  Iowa  points  for  same  distances.  .1888,  762,  790,  806-812 

Comparison  of  Iowa  rates  with  Texas,  Kansas  and  Missouri 1908  7 

.  Comparative  table  of,  for  distances  five  miles  to  480  miles 1879  10-12 

Competition  in,  or  equality  of .1886  88 

Complaints  of,  usually  from  non-competitive  points 1882  60 

Conspiracy  concerning,  charge  of,  not  sustained 1888  766 

Com,  from  point  to  point  in  Iowa,  imreasonable 1886  64 

Com,  emergency  rates  on,  from  South  Dakota  to  Iowa  points 1904  286 

Crosby,  O.  H.,  freight  auditor  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  concerning  effect  of 1888  46 

Cutting,  effect  of,  on  revenue — see,  also,  Bate  Ware 1891  4 

Cut  rates  or  rebates,  burden  of,  borne  by  public  instead  of  carriers 1891  10 

Davenport   shippers'   complaint 1888  762 

Decrease    of    1880  178 

Differential    1882  82 

Disastrous  effect  of  lack  of  uniformity  in. 1882  48 

Discussed  in  "Railroad  Question" — see  Railroad  QueetUm, 

Discussed    1879,    68,    66,    70;  1881  6 

Discussion  of,  by  President  Perkins  of  C,  B.  ft  Q 1884  10 

Discussed  at  national  convention  of  commissioners 1891  30-86 

Discrimination  between    stations   and   shippers 1883  61 

Discrimination  in,  against  localities 1886  44 

DiscrimlnaUon  in,  just  and  unjust 1880  179 

Discrimination  in,  evil  effects  of 1888  65 

Discrimination  in,  to  Iowa  jobbing  centers 1882  68 

Distances  for  over  400  miles 1889  1103 

Slamed,  distribution  of  among  expenses 1885  64 

TOftin^tTig^  In  Iowa  under  commissioners' 1891  13 

Bffects  of  adoption  of  class  A  on  roads  entitled  to  80  per  cent  higher. .  .1891  14 

Blevators  fHVored  in. 1888  62 

Bxpress,    discussed    •  >  •  •  1897  6 

Fftrm  products*   discussed 1884  30 
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Ratsb,  Frbiobt — Continued,  Year 

Fixed  by  board,  contested  in  the  courtfl»  dlBCuaslon  of 1888  86 

FlezlblUty    ot    desirable 1886  69 

Fluctiiation    of    1886  48 

General  discussion  of,  in  reference  to  wholesalers  and  retailers 1884  71 

Gradual  reduction  of,   comparative  tables  of 1881  7,16-61 

Grain  and  other  products  in  Iowa,  rates  on,  discussed 1884  7-18 

High 1888  92 

How  may  Just  rates  be  determined?  etc 1893  40M0I 

Increase  of    1878  69 

In  Iowa  on  com,  oats  and  stock,  compared  by  years 1884  81 

Illinois,  rates  fixed  by  commissioners,  not  actually  charged 1894  196 

Illinois,  rates  based  on  mileage  percentage  of  through  rates  or  arbitrarles.1894  196 

Interstate  on  com,  voluntary  reduction  by  Iowa  lines 1884  12 

Interstate,  regulation  of,  by  state  authority  not  authorized 1882  28 

Interstate,  discrimination  against  Iowa  points 1888  790 

Iowa,  railroads  receive  full  amount  of  allowed  by  schedule 1894  196 

Iowa  rates,  supreme  court's  opinion  on,  in  Barris  case,  discussed 1897  9 

outside  the  state  in  transit,  opinion  of  United  States  Supreme  Court  in 

Arkansas  case    1908  863 

Jobbers  and  retailers,  equal 1884  69 

Jobbers,  withdrawn  by  railroad  companies 1884  70 

Joint — see  Joint  Bates. 

Largest  inunediate  returns  not  necessarily  most  profitable 1888  41 

Law  granting  power  to  fix,  124,  literal  copy  of  Illinois  law. . .  .1888,  31 ;  1894  202 

Law  cannot  be  construed  away  by  commissioners 1894  190 

Laws  of  surrounding  states,  provisions  of  regarding 1896  vii 

Legislation    recommended    1889  42 

Litigation    concerning 1889  30 

Live  stock  in  palace  cars — see  Palace  Stock  Care, 

Live  stock  in  less  than  car  load,  requirement  of  company  for  attendants, 

etc.     1894  347 

Live  stock  rates  in  Iowa,  Iowa  packing  houses  satisfied  with 1904  287 

Live  stock  rates,  reduction  of  in  Iowa 1907  10 

Local,  conference  between  commissioners  and  railroad  ofllcials 1879  9 

Logs  in  Indiana  and  Illinois  compared  with  log  rates  in  Iowa 1891  786 

Logs  should  be  the  same  as  elm  wood,  opinion  by  President  C.  J.  Ives..  1891  786 

Logs  compared  with  rates  on  manufactured  lumber 1891  786 

Losses  by  competitive  made  up  at  non-competitive 1882  48 

Lower,   than  published   tariff,   accepted   by  carrier,   conclusive   evidence 

that  published  rates  are  unreasonably  high.. Int.  Com,  Oom'n 1891  10 

Low  rate  in  dull  seasons,  no  criterion  for  establishment  of  new  schedule.  1889  1096 

Manufacturers  in  towa  should  have  low  on  raw  material 1882  36,  46 

Maximum  In  Iowa  higher  than  in  Illinois 1882  28 

Maximum  and  minimum,   discussion   of 1886  63 

May  legitimately  be  reduced  to  average  of  what  is  received  for  railroad 

service,  including  that  done  free  or  at  reduced  rates — Int.  Com.  Com'n.l891  10 

Mileage  on  cars  furnished  by  shippers,  acts  as  rebate  (Schoonmaker). .  .1891  30 
Misquoted  by  agents — see  lAabiUty. 

Nebraska,  Justice  Brewer's  opinion  of  rates  in 1894  198 

Nebraska,  not  correct  basis  of  comparison  with  Iowa 1894  198 

On  branch  lines,  not  determined  by  cost  of  service  thereon 1883  44-46 

Overcharge  accruing  during  injunction  against  commissioners'  rates. ..  .1894  282 

Per  cent  of  increase  of  in  tariff  of  May  10,  1888,  over  Illinois  rate 1888  762-768 

Percentage  of  Iowa  local  to  through  on  C,  B.  ft  Q 1888  817 

Percentage  of  through  rates  effective  In  Illinois,  but  not  in  Iowa 1896  vU 

Percentage  of,  allowed  to  short  lines  on  through  business 1879  66 

Per  ton  per  mile  compared,  1868  to  1881,  for  300  miles 1881  8 

Per  ton  per  mile,  from  Chicago  to  Iowa  points  compared  with  Iowa  rateal889  1090 

Per   ton   per   mile 1884  29 

Petition  of  Cerro  Gordo  and  Ida  counties  for  reduction  in 1896  x,  220 

Posting  of — see  Tarifte. 
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Population  and  earnings  per  mile  In  various  states 1894  198 

Power  of  legislature  to  delegate  power  to  fix,  discussed 1888  85-86 

Procedure  followed    1892  25 

Producer  forgotten  In  fixing 1882  49-60 

Proposed  increase  of,  on  cream   1907  436 

Proportion  of  through  should  not  be  higher  than  local 1884  616 

Pro-rating  per  mile  as  a  rate-making  basis 1879  68 

Pro-rate  percentage    1894  196 

Pro-rate  percentage  not  permitted  west  of  Mississippi  River 

1894,    197.    198;  1896  vlU 

Publicity  of,  tends  to  prevent  abuses 1882  84,  61 

Publicity  of,  good  results  from 1884  4 

Reasonable,   discussion   of 1888,    44;  1886  29 

Reasonableness  and  stability  of,  the  first  requirement 1882  49 

Reasonable,  discussed,  paper  by  Commissioner  Fleming,  Kentucky 1894  218 

Reasonable,  discussed  by  Judge  Brewer 1894  218 

Reasonable,  decision  of  Minnesota  supreme  court  affecting 1897  802 

Reasonableness  of,  experiment  the  only  test — Judge  Brewer'a  Deoiaion. .  .1889  82-34 

Reasonable,  defined  by  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 1891,10;  1894  218 

Reasonable,  defined  by  Judge  Brewer 1894  218,  219 

Reasonable,  defined  by  Iowa  commissioners 1894  221 

Reasonable,  value  of  railroad  property  an  element  In  determining 1894  221,  227 

Reasonable,  discussed   1892  .   46 

Reasonable,  report  of  committee  on,  at  natlonai  convention 1898  40a 

Reduced  on  several  carloads 1880  182 

Reduction   in,   by   railway   companies 1890  24 

Reduction  of,   on  grain 1884  9-12 

Reduction,  80  per  cent  in  local,  by  Illinois  railroad  commission 1882  26 

Reduction  of.  not  always  followed  by  reduction  of  gross  or  net  revenue — 

Judge  Brewer*%  Decision 1889  *      34 

Relation  of,  to  business  depression  and  market  price  of  article  hauled.  ..1884  6-8 
Request  by  commission  for  temporary  reduction  of  com  rates  in  Iowa  on 

account  of  partial  failure  of  com  crop 1886  619 

Retail  and  wholesale — see  Carload  Ratea, 

Review  of  rate  hearing  in  1894 1896  v 

Revision  of,  Iowa  schedules,  petition  for 1904  264 

Revised  on  request  of  railroads  for  300  miles 1888  86 

Ripley,  B.  P.,  testimony  of,  concerning  effect  on  C,  B.  ft  Q.  revenue 1888  817 

Sand  case,  Barris,  v.  C.,  B.  &  Q.,  maximum  rates 1897  9 

Schedule  of,  adopted  In  Davenport,  Dubuque  and  Burlington  rate  cases. . 

1888,  762,   778.   797 

Schedule  of,  proposed  by  Commissioner  Dey  in  1894  case 1894  232 

Schedule  of — see  Bohedule  of  Ratea, 

Schedule  of,  on  sugar  beets  In  carloads 1907  271 

Should  share  prosperity  and  adversity  of  locality 1878  49 

Should  sympathise  with  circumstances  and  conditions  of  the  people. ..  .1886  64 

Should  they  be  •'what  traffic  will  bear?*' 1888  92 

Special  by  contract  to  foster  Industry 1907  861 

Special  to  favored  shippers 1886  42 

Stability   of,    desirable 1886  43 

Statute  concerning  can  not  be  construed  away  by  commission 1894  199 

Success  of  conunissloners*  rates  due  In  part  to  absence  of  rate  wars. . .  .1891  11 

Switching  in  Des  Moines  street  railway  case — see  also  Switching,  .......1892  790 

Tariff  not  always  evidence  of  actual  rates  charged — Int.  Com,  Com'n        1891  10 

Tariff  of  1879  a  result  of  conference ....'....  .1879  9-13 

Temporary  Injunction  by  Judge  Brewer 1888  36 

Territorial   assignment  in 1882  61 

Their  alleged  effect  requiring  reduction  in  number  of  employes 1891  17 

Throu8^  too  low ;  local,  too  high 1878  49 

Through   and  local   compared 1881  10 

Through  rates  as  related  to  local 1882  27 
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Uniformity  In,  desired 1878  49 

United  States  and  Austria  Hungaiy  compared 1881  10 

Via  shortest  route,  shipper  entitled  to 1891  774 

Voluntarily  charged  by  carriers  fix  the  minimum  that  can  be  claimed 

fjrom  the  public — Jnt.  Com.  Oom'n 1891  10 

When  lowered,  can  be  raised  with  difficulty 1886  54 

When  quoted  by  agents,  carriers  are  bound  by 1886  600 

Which  reduce  largest  volume  of  business  at  reasonable  return  for  serv- 

ces  rendered,  most  profitable  to  carriers  and  the  public 1888  41 

Wholesale  and   retail 1880  182 

Wholesale  and  retail  features  of  transportation  problem 1884  71 

Wholesale  and  retail  justified 1878  SO 

With  reference  to  improved  condition  of  roads,  discussed 1891  25 

Complaints   Concerning — 

Armstrong,  D.,  ft  Co.,  Farley,  v.  R'y.  Co.,  discrimination  in 1879  15 

Baker  Wire  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  Various  R'ys^  petition  for  equalization 

of    1887  714 

Barber,  E3d.,  GUdden,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  excessive,  on  buggy -.1884    49,  69 

Barclay  ft  Son,  West  Liberty,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  excessive,  interstate. . .  .1901  618 
Barrett,  J.  E.  ft  Son,  Mt  Vernon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  discrimination  in,  on 

flour     1886  482 

Beeman,  C.  D.,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  excess  on  hard  coal,  inter- 
state      1899  109 

Besley,  L.  C,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  restoration  of  sand 

rates    ' 1898  247 

Best,  W.  J.,  Vlllisca,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  excess,  interstate 1899  72 

Block,  W.  G.  Co.,  Muscatine,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  application  of  local  on 

Interstate  shipment    1907  487 

Boles,  Horace,  governor,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  petition  for  reduced  on 

round  trip  shipments  of  stock  cattle 1898  246 

Brasll  Coal  Co.,  Chicago,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  coal  refusal  to  apply 

Iowa  rates  as  proportion  of  through  rate 1896  185 

BroadweU  Lumber  Co.,  Hedrlck,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  interstate  on  lumber.  1906  846 

Buchanan,  W.,  et  al.,  Kwabss  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  lumber 1901  486 

Bufflngton,  B.  F.  ft  Co.,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  excessive  on  wheat.  .1879  80 
Burlington,  shippers  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  et  al.,  extortionate  of  May  10, 

1888     1888  797 

Butler,  Wm.,  Clarlnda,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  against  grain  loaded  from 

wagons    1883  711 

Cade,  H.,  Lenox,  attendant  with  live  stock  shipments,  L.  C.  L 1894  347 

Cahill,  P.  M.,  Farmlngton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  coal 1906  862 

Carpenter,  B.  E.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  et  al..  Joint 1900    6,  127 

Cerro  Gordo  and  Ida  counties,  petition  of  citizens  of,  for  lower  freight 

rates     1896  x,  220 

Chamberlain  ft  Co.,  Winthrop,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  flour 1887  681 

Chace  ft  Co.,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  excessive  on  wheat 1879  81 

C.,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  ruling  on  reduced  rates  for  seed  grain 1892  888 

Coal  Exchange,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  discrimination  on  cos! 1884  669 

Coal  rates  in  Iowa.  Investigation  of 1899  19 

Coker,  Henry,  and  board  of  trade,  Council  Bluffs^  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P., 

extortionate  on  coal,  and  discrimination 1888  884 

Cole  ft  Cole,  Bellevue,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  passenger 1906  868 

Cole,  J.  S.  ft  Son,  Greene,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  proportion  of  through  rates 

should  not  be  higher  than  local 1884  624 

Conway,  J.  Ax,  Chariton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  excess  of  ten  head  of  Uve 

■took    1896  102 

Council  Bluffs  Board  of  Trade,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,   O.  ft  St  L.,  K.  C.» 
St  J.  ft  C.  B.,  unreasonable  and  discriminative,  petition  for  adoption 

of  oonunlaslonen'  schedule   ••••• 1889      1011 

Crystal  Mill  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  K.  a,  St  J.  ft  C  B.,  on  flour 1888  715 

Culver.  A.  H.,  Pisgah,  v.  a  ft  N.-W.,  nUsduotatloa  of 190i  274 
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•   Dauffherty,  J.  F.,  Sup'r.,  Keokuk,  v.  St  L.,  K.  &  N.-W.,  excessive  on 

coal    1896  217 

Davenport,  shippers  of,  v.  Various  Railways,  extortionate  of  May  10, 

1888     1888  762 

Dayenport  shippers,  petition  of  for  revision  of,  on  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on 

basis  of  interstate  rates 1889  1022,1087 

Davenport,  shippers  ot  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  et  al.,  petition  for  establish- 
ment of  class  A  rates 1889  1022,1087 

Dennis,  J.  B.,  Traer.  v.   B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,   excessive  on  merchandise.  .1884  616 

D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  on  hay,  petition  of,  for  an  advance  in 1898  166. 

Des  Moines  Casket  Co.,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  inequality  in  express.  .1907  42S 

Dickey,  Wm.  Q.,  Maxwell,  v.  C,  M.  ft  S.  P.,  et  al.,  on  coal 1887  779 

Dickey,  Wm.,  Maxwell,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  unreasonable  on  coal 1888  676 

Donahue,   Robert   Burlington,   v.   railway  companies,   on   Iron 1894  327 

Doollttle,  M.  B.,  Cresco,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  on  hay 1888  711 

Dom,  A.  A.,  Neola,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  excessive  on  hogs  to  Omaha. ..  .1888  670 

Downs,  J.  C,  Albia,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  discrimination  In  lumber  rates 1879  34 

Dubuque,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  extortionate iggi  144 

Dubuque,  shippers  of,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  et  al.,  extortionate  of  May.  1888.1888  773 

Bllyson,  Zed.  West  Liberty,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  horse 1886  611 

Express  companies,  law  concerning  rates 189$  4 

Farmer's  Elevator  Co.,  Lanyan,  et  al.,  v.  Ry.  Co's.,  interstate  on  grain.  1906  -     274 

Fasset  ft  Hanson,  Stanton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  on  cattle I879  35 

Felner  Fish  Co.,  Clinton,  v.  American  Ex.  Co.,  special  fish  and  oyster.  1906  306 

Felner  Fish  Co.,  Clinton,   v.  American  Ex.   Co 1906  329 

Felner  Fish  Ca,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.  et  al.,  advance  In  express 1907  876 

Fleming,  W.  ft  X,  McGregor,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  excessive  on  lumber..  1880  7 
Fleming  Broa,  Armstrong,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St   P.,  proportional  rates  on 

gnin    1904  289 

Foster,  Suel,  Muscatine,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  small  and  large  shipments, 

long  and  short  hauls 1885  551^ 

Fowler  Company,  Waterloo,  v.  IlL  Cent,  discrimination  in,  on  apples..  1886  484 

Gaspar  Bros.,  Klngsley,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  extortionate  local  in  Iowa.  ...1888  692 
Glover  ft  Co.,   EL   R,   Dubuque*   v.   Western   Pass'r  Ass'n,   excessive 

baggage    1906  246 

Graham  Paper  Co.,  St  Louis,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  interstate  on  paper..  1907  417 

Griffin,  E.  T.,  Liawler,  v.  U.  S.  Express  Co.,  discrimination  in 1906  376 

Groneweg  ft  Schoentgen,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  K.  C,  St  J.  ft  C.  B.,  exces- 

■*ve 1882  683 

Groneweg  ft  Schoentgen,   Council   Bluffs,   v.    K.   C,   St   J.   ft  C.   B., 

unreasonable    1888  604 

Grouping  of  coal  rates,  opinion  of  attorney  general  on 19O6  387 

Harris,  H.  P.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  excessive  on  wood 1884  606 

Hay  rates,  Rodgers,  et  al.,  Britt  petition  for  reduction 1896  27 

Haver  ft  Co.,  Tingley,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  exorbitant  on  com  to  Chioago.  • .  .1888  741 

Heaton  Fuel  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  excessive  on  coal. . .  .1888  708 

Hemmlngway,  M.,  Hampton,  attendant  with  L.  C.  L.,  live  stock 1894  847 

Hershey  Lumber  Co.,  Muscatine,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  change  without 

notice     1888  66^ 

Hewitt  S.  M.,  Hamburg,  v.  K.  C,  St  J.  ft  C.  B.,  et  al.,  excessive  rates.  1882  688 
Higley,  E.  B.  Co.,  Mason  City,  v.  Wlllmar  ft  S.  F..  improper  application 

of   class   *'C"    rates    1902  303 

Hill,  John  N..  Ft  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  discrimination  in 1882  667 

Hogaboom,  S.  R,  Creston,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  higher  for  short  than  long 

hauls    1896  226 

Humeston  ft  Shenandoah  R'd  Co.,  application  of  *'A**  rates  to 1899  108 

Hummer,  Geo.,  Mercantile  Co.,  Iowa  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  excessive 

interstate    1899  67 

Huntington,  W.  A.,  Calamus,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  extortionate  on  coal 1888  696 

Huse,  S.  E.,  Coon  Rapids,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  excessive,  short  coal  haul.  1887  722 
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Dissentln^r  opinion  by  Commissioner  Dey 1887  723 

Iowa  Central,  application  for  Increase  on  live  stock 1894  347 

Iowa  State  Jobbers  and  Manufacturers'  Association  v.  Iowa  trunk  lines, 

petition  for  restoration  of  former 1885  636 

Iowa  State  Jobbers  and  Manufacturers'  Association  v.  Iowa  trunk  lines, 
petition  for  reduction  in  Iowa  rates  to  correspond  with  reduction  in 

Interstate   rates    1894  288 

Iowa  trunk  lines,  petition  of,  for  advance  in  Iowa  rates 1894  184 

Ives,  C.  D.,  general  freight  agent  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.,  as  special  committee 
Western  Freight  Association,  application  for  withdrawal  of  stock  and 

cattle   rates    1891  728 

Judd,  A.  T.,  et  aL,  v.  various  lines  excessive,  on  breeding  animals. ..  .1884  493 

ICanan,  Sprenkle,  Imogene,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  on  com  to  Chicago 1883  704 

Keefe,  James,  Ft.  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St.  K,  unreasonable  on  coal 1889  1094 

Kennedy,  G.  W.,  Thornton,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  on  milk 1904  277 

icing,  H.  G.,  V.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  Interstate  on  lumber 1907  402 

King,  H.  G.,  Mt,  Union,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  grain,  interstate 1903  328 

Klngsley,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  excessive 1888  698 

L&ne  Implement  Co.,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  higher  charge  for  short 

than  for  long  distance 1896  176 

Larrabee,  Governor,  v.  C,   B.  ft  Q.,  discrimination  in,   on   coal 1887  624,670 

Lee  ft  Jameson,  Adel,  inquiry  of,  concerning  right  of  large  and  small 

shippers    to    1888  837 

Lehigh,  citizens  of,  v.  Crooked  Creek  Railway  Company,  unreasonable.  1878  28 

Lighthall,   B..   Alden,   v.   111.   Cent,   discrimination   in 1882  664 

Manatrey,  J.  P.,  Fairfield,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  live  stock,  L.  C.  L.,  pas- 
senger fare  for  attendant  accompanying  not  authorized 1894  276 

Mason  City  ft  Fort  Dodge  Railroad  Company,  application  for  increase 

In    1890  906 

McCllntock,  William,  West  Union,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  excessive 1879  17 

Merrill,  J.  H.,  ft  Co.,  Ottumwa,  v.  K.  ft  W.,  discrimination  In 1888  739 

Merrill  ft  Keeney,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  on  furniture  C.  L.1883  678 

Merrill  ft  Keeney  case,   to  Jobbers  and  retailers 1884  69 

Miller,  B.,  et  al.,  Mt.  Plsgah,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  excessive 1900  164 

Miller  ft  Sons,  Clermont  v.  C.  G.  W.,  et  al.,  Joint  on  brick 1905  306 

Minneapolis  Lumber  Co.,  Belmond,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  coal 1892  842 

Mitchell,  C.  W.,  Dubuque,  v.  all  lines,  Implements  returned  for  repairs.  1892  833 

Muiriy,  W.  H.,  Osage,  v.  111.  Cent,  discrimination  in,  on  wheat 1879  16 

Nebraska  Bridge  Supply  ft  Lbr.  Co.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  Interstate. .  ..1907  370 

Nye  ft  Bourne,  Grundy  Center,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N..  et  al.,  on  merchandise.  1883  733 

Oskaloosa  Water  Co.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  excessive,  switching.  .1886  690 

Ottumwa  Iron  Works,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  application  for  special 1882  482 

Palm,  W.  J.,  Grundy  Center,  v.  B.,  C  R.  ft  N.,  interstate  on  coal 1896  231 

Pella  Brush  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  interstate  on  rice  root 1907  488 

Percival,   C.   L.   Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.   M.  ft   St.   L.,  misapplication  of.  .1906  272 

Petty,  J.,  Perry,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  on  Ice 1906  271 

Pierce,  J.  K.,  Lockrldge.  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  excessive  on  coal 1887  696 

Raney  Bros.,  Pairfleld,  v.  Railway  Companies,  on  paving  brick 1897  111 

Rand  Lumber  Co.,  Burlington,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  lumber 1882  660 

Red  Oak  township,  trustees  of,  et  al.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  rates,  rebates,  etc.  1882  664 
Reeves,  Henry,  Decorah,  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  excessive  on  hogs.  Inter- 
state      1899  108 

Richie,  W.  S.,  Muscatine,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  excessive  on  potatoes. ..  .1880  138 

Risk,  C.  C,  Fairfield,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  on  com 1887  686 

Robison,  C.  W.,  Dubuque,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  discrimination,  excessive.  1882  660 

Rodefer,  J.  W.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  transfer  charges 1879  88 

Sac  City  Milling  Co.,  Sac  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  excessive  rate  Interstate.  1906  288 

Saucer,  W.  H.,  Ackley,  v.  111.  Cent,  on  marble 1883  689 

Shaver  ft  Dowa^  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  Joint  Westem  Classification,  crackers  1888  669 
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Shepperd  ft  Carpenter,  Iowa  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  non-com- 

petiUve    1883  687 

Smith.  H.  D.,  Montlcello,  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  excessive 1882  663 

Smith  Bros.,  Waterloo,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  on  hard  coal 1883  676 

Sms^th,  Robert,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  protest  against  increase  in 1879  8 

Spence,  F.  A.,  v.  American  Express  Co.,  express  on  ice  cream  packers.  .1907  422 

Spencer  Bros.,  Randolph,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  excessive 1882  640 

Squires  ft  Son,  et  al.,  Milo,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  excessive 1886  611,612 

Dissenting    opinion    by    Conmiissioner    Coffln 1886  612 

State  of  Iowa,  by  Qovemor  Larrabee,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  discrimination  In, 

on  coal 1887  624,670 

Stewart,  John  J.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  on  live  stock..  1879  26 
Stewart  Lbr.  Co.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  application  of  local  on  interstate 

business 1907  372 

Stocker,  et  al.,  v.  railway  companies,  discrimination  in,  on  various  com- 
modities     1879  7 

Stotts  ft  Houston,  Exira,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  discrimination  in,  on  stone..  1879  20 

Summers,  William  ft  Sons,  Ft.  Atkinson,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P..  special 1894  180 

Sweet,  A,  L.,  Chicago,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  through  rates  on  coal 1895  178 

Taylor,  J.  C,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  discrimination  in 1882  581 

Townsend,  J.  W.,  Kahoka,  Mo.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  excessive  on  oats 1886  674 

Tripoli  Industrial  Assn.,  v.  C  G.  W.  et  al..  Joint 1907  393 

Van  Valkenberg,  A.  B.,  Ames,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  excessive 1879  21 

Van  Allen,  A.  M.,  Mt  Pleasant,  v.  C,   B.  ft  Q.,  discrimination 1906  333 

Waller   Bros,    Charles   City,   v wrong   application    on   live 

stock    1906  296 

Webb,  Henry,  Kew,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  exorbitant 1883  626 

Whitebreast  Fuel  Co.,  et  al.,  application  of,  for  advance  in  coal  rates..  1892  791 
White,  W.  Q.,  EUston,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  application  of,  "A"  rates  to  H.  ft 

S.    Railway    1899  103 

Whiting,  T.  H.,  Clermont,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  excessive  on  tile 1887  763 

Whitney,  C.  P.,  Keosauqua,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  grain  to  Chicago. ..  .1904  293 
Wood,  W.  A.,  Harvester  Co.,  St.  Paul,  commissioners'  rates  apply  on 
shipments  beginning  and  ending  in  Iowa,  though  passing  outside  in 

transit    1895  216 

York,  J.,  ZenorsvlUe,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  coal . .' 1888  886 

RATa  Wars — see  also  Rates, 

Discussion    of,    by    Charles    Francis    Adams .1883  39 

Discussion  in  relation  to  earnings 1891  16 

In  1881   1882  82 

Rbasonablb  Ratbb  for  SwrrcHiNa  Cabs — see  8witcMng. 

Rrabonablb  Rates — see  Rates, 

Rbbatxs. 

Allowed  to   Omaha  and  refused   to   Council  Bluffs 1886  637 

Carriers   should   not   discriminate   in   between   shippers .'1883  70S 

General   practice   of   carriers    to    grant 1888  765- 

Merrlll  ft  Keeney,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  on  furniture 1883  67  S 

Should   they   be   allowed? 1885  38,  4^ 

Tasker,  A.  C.  and  T.  G.,  Onslow,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  hay 1888  684 

Winkler,  J.  W.,  Woodward,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  on  grain  and  live  stock.  .1883  706- 
Rb-Billino — see  Through  Billing. 

Block,  W.  G.  Co.,  Muscatine,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P. 437 

Rbcbivbrs — Roads  in  hand  of 1890,  8 ;  1891  17 

RscsiviNo  AND  forwarding   Cars — ^sce   RefuscU  to  Receive  and  Forward 

Can, 

RaDBMPTiON  or  TiCKST — JjBt^  Frank,  Brighton,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1904  821 

•♦RaCIPROClTY." 

Hoffman,  A.  G.,  Plato,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  In  demurrage  charges... 1893  238 

RaooNSiONMBNT  IN  TRANsrT — Coalhlll  Coal  Co.,  Omaha,  v.  C  ft  N.-i^. . . .  1906  890 
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Rbduced  Passsnoiir  Farb — Bee  Passenger  Fare, 

RIDUCBD  Ratm  on  Corn,  Cattlb,  Cabi/>adb  of  Commoditibb,  Btg. — see  Rates 
On  Round  Shipmbntb  of  Bsook  Cattm    eee  Bates. 

Bbfriosrator  Cars. 

Fowler,  C.  W.,  Rowan,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.,  failure  to  use,  veal  damaged. . .  .1896  166 

Hise  Broa,  WaahinKton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  for  dairy  products 1886  668 

Hughey  &  Son,  Wirt,  y.  H.  A  S..  refusal  to  furnish 1884  664 

Marshall  A  Son,  Chariton,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  failure  to  furnish 1884  697 

Shaver  Cheese  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  R,  C.  R.  &  N.,  rights  of  shippers.  .1894  306 

REFUND   for  TICKST. 

B.  B.  Lumber  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  Western  Passenger  Ass'n 1906  379 

Lape,  Frank,  Brighton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  AT 1904  821 

BVTTNDiNo  OF  Otbrcharob— See  Overcharge. 

Shank  A  Coats,  West  Mitchell,  v.  C,  R  &  Q.,  et  al 1883  660 

Sweezey  A  Borman,   Newell,   v.   lU.   Cent 1883  689 

RSFUBAL  TO  Carrt  Pabbbnosrb  ON  FRBIOHT  TRAINS — sso  TvoMi  Bervioe. 

BBFUBAii  TO  FuRNiSR  Rbfrxobrator  CABB—sse  Refrigerator  Oars;  also  Fail- 
ure to  Furnish  Oars, 

Bbfu8ai«  to  Furnibr  Cahb    see  Faihure  to  Furnish  Oars. 

BJoruBAi*  TO  Swztob — see   BvrttQhtnff, 

RSFUSAL  OF  Usa  OF  Prxvatr  SWITCH  FOR  LOADiNO  Carb — See  Bids  Track. 

Rsfubal  TO  Allow  Loadino  of  Cars  "Fbou  Waoonb — see  Rights  of  BMppers. 

RSFUBAL  to  Bill  Frkobt,  Healy  A  Sons,  ▼.  C,  M.  A  St  P , 1907  427 

Rbfubal  to  Rbcbivb  and  Forward  Frkioht  and  Carb 1878  16 

Opinion  of  Attorney  General  MuUan  with  reference  to  duty  of  Ry.  Co's.  .1903  266 

Beed,  William  O.,  Hampton,  v.  111.  Cent,  to  send  cars  off  its  own  line. . .  .1888  671 

Bernard  Broa  et  aL,  Malcom,  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  A  P 1896  189 

Berry,  A.  A.,  Seed  Co.,  v.  C.  A  N.-W. 1903  268 

Boyd,  H.  E.,  Malcom,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  forward  coal 1898  91 

Brownell,  H.,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  to  send  cars  ofC  its  own 

line    1900  181 

Carleton,  B.  O.,  Orand  Junction,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  hog  shipment 1892  846 

Central  Mfg.  Co.,  Iowa  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  847 

Cedar  Rapids  Oil  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  847 

Chisholm  ft  Bvans  Co.,  Keekuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  480 

Converse,  8.  A.,  Cresoo,  v.  C.»  M.  ft  St  P.,  to  haul  Burton  stock  cars. . .  .1888  700 

Crawford,  R.  W.,  Fort  Dodge,  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft  D.,  to  carry  alcohol. 1884  682 

Dodge,  Daniel,  What  Cheer,  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P.,  coal  in  carloads 1887  729 

Dorr  Cattle  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  refusal  to  provide  cars 

for   slop    feed 1898  84 

Great  Western  Fuel  Co.,  Gilmore  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1885  670 

Greene,  J.  A.,  et  al..  Stone  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to  forwaiM 
cars  of  stone  unless  shippers  pay  the  expense  of  staking  and  planking 

the   end    1892  870 

Hambleton  Milling  Co.,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  grain  shipments 1896  234 

Hammond,  H.  E.,  Carroll,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  points  on  other  lines. ..  .1888  674 

Hastings,  mayor  and  council  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  coal  shipments 1880  89 

Hoag,  J.  M.,  Maquoketa,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  ponies  for  State  fair 1889  1063 

Iowa  ft  Illinois  R'y.  Co.,  Clinton,  v.  American  Express  Co 1906  867 

Iowa  Fuel  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  St.  P.  ft  K.  C,  coal  Shipments 1888  718 

Iowa  Central  Railway,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  flour 1896  187 

Irwin,  Phillips  ft  Co.,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  to  make  joint 

rates    1887  717 

Jennings  Bros.,  et  al.,  Malcom,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1896  189 

Jerome,  F.  H.,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q 1882  446 

Keokuk  ft  D.  M.  Ry.  Co.  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft.  D 1878  6 

Leverton,  John,  Abbott  ▼.  Iowa  Central  R'y.,  refusal  to  allow  cars  to 

leave  line   1898  86 

Lilbum,  Samuel  ft  Co.,  Ottumwa,  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P 1880  77 

McCaull- Webster  Grain  Co.,  MUmeapolls,  v.  III.  Cent,  car  of  grain  des- 
tined   east 1898  28 
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McGaull* Webster  Grain  Co.,  Minneapolis,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  et  al.,  re- 
fusal to  transfer  at  Council  Bluffs 1901  629 

McCaull-Webster  Qraln  Co.  v.  C.  A  N.-W..  refusal  to  transfer,  etc 1901  620 

Marshall  Oil  Co.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C,  M.  A  St.  P.,  except  on  two  days  per 

week 190«  868 

Medlmny  A  DameU,  et  al.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P 1901  681 

MitcheU,  M.  W.,  Warren,  v.  B.  ft  S.  W 1880  119 

Muscatine  melon  shippers  y.  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  melons 1896  218 

Norris  ft  Co.,  Prairie  City,  y.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  to  send  cars  off  its 

own  lines   1896  148 

Perdyal,  C.  L.  Co..  Des  Moines,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  shipment  of  hides 1907  480 

Perry,  W.  H.,  LeMars,  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft.  Dodffe 1881  148 

Phillips  Fuel  Co.,  Ottumwa,  y.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  et  al 1892  886 

Ranks  ft  Sterzbach,  Rodman,  y.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  et  al 1892  848 

Richards  ft  Black,  Wapello,  y.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1881  184 

Risk,  Alex,  Winthrop,  y.  Illinois  Central 1880  116 

Smith,  B.  F.,  Wellman,  y.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1892,  849 ;  1899  112 

Spencer,  R.  H.,  Algona,  y.  C,  R.  I.  ftp 1908  266 

Standard  Lumber  Co.,  Dubuque,  y.  B.  ft  M.  R 1884  686 

Townsend,  D.  W.,  IieMars,  y.  Illinois  Central 1888  616 

VanHouten,  BL,  Pella,  y.  a,  R.  I.  ft  P 1881  128 

Vlnoent,  J.  F.,  Union  stock  yards,  Des  Moines,  y.  Q.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  to 

deUyer  cars   1896, 106  ;  1901  888 

Ward,  C.  H.  Co.,  Des  Moines,  y.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  to  handle  Wabash  cars. .  .1884  664 
Whltlock  ft  Fields,  Ladora,  y.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  refusaA  to  allow  cars  to  go 

off  its  lines 1898  82 

When  destined  to  certain  markets 1890  982 

WiUard,  Son  ft  Co.,  Marshalltown,  y.  C.  G.  W.,  to  forward  hides. ...;.  .1896  44 

Wisconsin,  Iowa  ft  Nebraska  y.  Iowa  Northern,  to  switch 1886  669 

Yaklsh,  M.  F.,  VanHorn,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  plaster  in  sacks 1902  801 

RSQUiiATZONB  ow  CARRIERS^  methods  proposed 1886  84 

RnukTZONB  OF  Railroads  to  Surrounding  Tsrritobt 1886  60-69 

Rbuiasbd  Shipicxnts,  rights  of  shippers  in — see  Oioner'a  Biak. 

Rblocation  of  Hzobwatb^  expenses  of  crossing  borne  by  railway  company.  1889  1066 

RBiiOGATiON  OF  Railwat  Lzns,  Oolden  Star  Creamery  et  al.,  Arcadia,  y.  C. 

ft  N*-W.    1908  266 

Pleasant  Plain,  citizens  of,  y.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1908  267 

RBMoyAL  OF  SiDB  TRACK,  Kookuk  Electric  Ry.'ft  Power  Co.  y.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,1906  812 

RBMoyAL  OF  Station  or  Frbioht  Housb — see  Btation, 

RBMOyAI,  OF  ELByATOR  COAL  Shbdb^   E2tc. — soo  Bite. 

RBNTAii  FOR  Palacb  Stock  Cars — See  Palace  Btock  Cora, 

Rbport  of  Hbpburn  CoMMiriBB — ^see  Heplnim  Committee, 

Report  of  Carribrb — 

Dlfflculty  of   obtaining  information   from 1898,  8,  88  ;  1896,  iy ;  1897  4 

Goyemor's  questions  or  railway  companies  discussed 1889  42 

Incomplete  and   Inaccurate ^ . . . 

1878,  84;  1879,  40*42;  1880,  166;  1890,  9;  1892,  21;  1898,  86;  1894,  228,  2^27 

On  Iowa  business  discussed. 1891,  3  ;  1899  4 

Of  carriers,   commissioner's   difficulty  in   obtaining 1898  8 

Suggestions  in  reference  to  amendment  of  law  concerning 1879  4 

Rbsfonbxbilitt  of  Carribrb— see  LidbiUty;  also,  Damages, 

Rbturns  of  Railway  Companibs — see  Reports  of  Carriers. 

RByisiON  OF  Frbioht  Ratbs  and  Classification 1906  281,291 

Right  of  Wat,  I.  ft  I.  R'y.  Co.  ft  D.,  R.  I.  ft  N.-W.,  sharp  curye  in 1906  869 

Rights  of  builders  of  side  track  to  connect  with  main  line 1889  981 

Rights  of  carriers  to  control  station  ground,  subject  to  rights  of  the  public.  1891  786 

Rights  of  Companies  to  retain  its  cars  on  its  own  line — see  Refusal  to  Be- 
oeive  a/nd  Forward  Freight;  Failure  io  Furnish  Cars. 

Rights  of  the  public  at  crossings  blocked  by  trains 1886  664 

34 
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RioHTS  of  the  public  contributing  in  aid  of  a  railroad  protected  by  the 

courts  when  road  is  in  hands  of  a  receiver 1889       1043 

RiOHTS  OF  Shippers — 

Chapin,  Merrit  &  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  to  select  routes. . .  .1884         51ft 

Clow,  W.  D.,  Traer,  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.,  to  select  route 1886         681 

Dalhoff  ft  Co.,  Burlington,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.  et  al.,  to  select  route 1882         661 

Downey.  D.  B..  Allison,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  right  to  choice  of  market 1899         123 

Davis,  C.  A.,  Adel.  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  shipper's  choice 1904         276 

Sntltled  to  same  rates  as  shippers  from  elevators  when  cars  are  loaded 

from  wagons  In  same  time 1884         62S 

Hambleton  Milling  Co.,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  choice  of  market 1896         234 

Haver  ft  Co.  et  al.,  Tingley,  v.  K.  ft  W..  routing  of  live  stock 1902         289 

Jerome,  F.  H.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  to  choose  market 1882         445 

Jewell,  H.  K,  Coon  Rapids,  v.  U.  S.  Ex.  Co.  et  al.,  of  hogs 1901         623 

Leverton,  John,  Abbott,  v.  Iowa  Cent.,  loading  car  from  wagon 1899  92 

McCoIl  Bros.,  Woodward,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  choice  of  market 1905         811 

Muscatine  melon  shippers  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  choice  of  market 1896         213 

Nye  ft  Bourne,  et  al.,  Grundy  Center,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  to  select  routes.  .1883         733 
Smith,  J.  M.,  V.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  pooling — large  and  small  cars — ^pass  to  live 

stock   shipper    ., 1883         647 

Stacy  ft  Co.,  Osage,  v.  111.  Cent,  right  to  load  from  wagons 1899         121 

Watson,  E.  B.,  Newton,  v.  Am.  Ex.  Co.,  live  stock 1901         603 

Wedgewood  Bros.,  Storm  Lake,  inquiry  as  to  right  of  choice  of  market..  1896  82 

Weston,  William,  Anita,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  right  to  load  from  wagons. ..  .1899         118 

White,  Geo.  C,  Nevada,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  right  to  load  from  wagons 1899         121 

To  select  route  for  shipments 1886         491 

To  rates  by  shortest  route 1887,  761 ;  1891         778 

To  choice  of  market 1890,   933  ;  1892  769,86ft 

Townsend,  Le  Mars,  v.  111.  Cent,  to  select  market  and  routes 1883         616 

RIGHT  OF  Wat  Damages — see  Damages. 

RzPLVT^  B.  P.,  G.  F.  A.,  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  letter  of,  on  reduction  of  com  rates  in 

Iowa    1886         619 

Road,  Abandonment — see  Abandonment  of  Road. 

ROADBBD  AND  TRACK,  condltlon  of,  ou  Omaha,  St  Louis  R'y 1902         227 

Road  Buiut  fbom  Earnings  in  Excess  or  6  per  cent  on  | 30, 000  per  mile 
— see  Mileage. 

Road  Work  bt  Contract — see  Contract. 

Round  Trip  Rates — see  Bates. 

Round  Trip  Shipments  of  Stock  Cattle — see  Bates. 

Round  Trip  Tickets — see  Excursion  Tickets;  also  Tickets. 

Routes,  Rights  or  Shippers  to  Select — see  Bights  of  BMppers. 

Routing  or  Freight,  O.  S.  Preston,  Indianola,  ▼.  U.  S.  Express  Co 1906        86& 

Rule  roR  Equitable  Distribution  of  Cars — see  Distribution  of  Cars 1888        719 

Running  Railroad  Crossings — see  Crossing  Stops. 

SAFETY  APPLIANCES — see  Couplers  and  Brakes,  Automatio 
Sage,  W.  M.,  G.  F.  A.,  C,  R  I.  &  P.,  letter  of,  on  reduction  of  com 
rates 1886         621 

St.  Lb,  K.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  information  concerning  ownership  of 1892         824 

Salaries  of  Officers    1888  646,660 

Sampub  Cases — see  Baggage. 

Sand  Rates — see  Bates. 

Sanitary  and  Unbanitart  Conditions — 

Colfax,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  improyements  of  outbuildings 1889       1067 

Everett,  H.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  of  outbuildings 1881         186 

Marengo,  citizens  of,  V.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1894         274 

Use  of  water  for  passenger  coaches,  sleeping  cars  on  Illinois  Central. . .  .1904        287 

Scales^  Track — see  Track  Scales 

Scarcity  or  Cars — see  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars. 

Scarcity  of  Coal 1880        671 
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Year  Page 
ScHSDTTLa  OF  Ratm    BOO,  also,  Bates, 

Adopted  in   Davenport,   Dubuque   and   Burlington   cases 1888  752,773.797 

Commissioners'  was  in  force  pending  injunction  suits 1889  1062 

Distance  above  400  miles   1889  1103 

Must  be  posted  for  public  inspection 1889  1101 

Reasonable  maximum  rates,  adoption  of,   by  C.  ft  N.*W 1889  1061 

8BCBXCT   in   railroad  matters   to   be   avoided 1878  71 

Sbcbbtabt  of  Boabo — 

Cameron,    J.    S 1878  8 

Morgan,    B.    a .' 1880  8 

Alnsworth,  W*  W 1887  8 

Lewis,   Dwight   N    1899  15 

Sbnatb  Commtttkb,  United  States,  investigation  of,  on  interstate  commerce  1885  82 

Sbndino  Cabs  off  Thxir  Own  Linb — see  Refusal  to  Receive  and  Forward 
Freight. 

Shipmbnts  From  Point  to  Point  in  Iowa — 

Though  passing  outside  in  transit  state  commerce 1892  38,  89 

8HIPPSH8   AND   CABBOBRS 

Shippers  at  stations  must  be  afforded  like  facilities  for  doing  business. . .  .1888  829 

Their  relation  to  each  other  discussed 1884  7 

Shippbrs  Entitlbd  to  Ratss  via  Shortest  Routbs — ^see  Rights  of  Shippers 
Shippino  Facilitxbb^  Monopolt  of  Against  Pubug  Pouct — see  Monopoly, 
Shippino  FACiUTjaa,  see  Btaiion  Facilities,  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars,  Re- 
frigerator Cars, 
Shipping  Regulations — 

Budd,  J.  Lb,  Ames,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1882  494 

Carpenter,  C.  O.,  Ames,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  prepayment  charges  on  melons  1901  516 

Crawford,  W.  H.,  Hampton,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  release  on  flax  seed 1881  188 

Cressler,  C.  W.,  ft  Co..  Scranton,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  in  shipment  of  butter..  1890  877 

Loading  and  unloading  Xj.   C.   Xi.   shipments 1892  838 

Marshall  Oil  Co.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al.,  oil 1904  275 

Shippers  required  to  protect  cars  for  stone  shipments  at  private  expense  1892  860 

Stocker,  J.  W.,  et  aL,  Logan,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  in  live  stock 1880  68 

Shobtaob  in  Transit — see  Lost  in  Transit, 
Shortagb  of  Cars — see  Faihire  to  Furnish  Cars. 

Shortage   of   freight  cars,    discussion   of 1906  8,  9 

Shortbst    RouTiu   Shippbrs    Entitubd   to   Ratbs    Basbd    on — see    Rights 

of  shippers. 
Short  Linbs — 

Percentage  of  through  rates  allowed  to 1898  88 

Short  Linb  Rates — see  Percentage  to  Short  Lines, 

"Shrinker" — ^used  on  scales  to  defraud  sellers  of  produce 1899  72 

Side  Tracks — see,  also,  Spur  Track  and  Switch, 

Authority  of  commissioners  to  order  construction  of,  questioned 1890  867 

Changing  grade  of,  damages  for 1890  928 

Should  private  builders  be  allowed  to  connect  with  railroads 1895  xxxy 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Alta,   citizens  of,   v.   111.   Cent,   insufficient   to  miU .1885  577 

Barbour  ft  Younkin,  New  Sharon,  v.  Iowa  Central,  to  elevator 1904  249 

Biggins,  J.  P.,  Zwingle,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  at  Sylva 1901  480 

Biggins,  J.  P.,  Zwingle.  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  at  Sylva 1903  278 

California  Grain  ft  Lumber  Co.,  California  Junction,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W....  1903  247 
Carney,  Brande  ft  Clarke,  Orinnell,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  use  for  unload- 
ing      1906  812 

Davison,  M.,  Piano,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  violation  of  contract  in  matter 

of    building    1882  549 

Davis,  J.  B..  Coin,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  use  of  for  loading  stock 1906  288 

Dawson,  S.  R.,  Percy,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  to  coal  and  wood  house. ..  .1887  684 

Dennis,  citizens  of,  v.  A.  ft  C,  restoration  of 1896  120 

Dorcas,  John,  Shiloh,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  a^  per  contract  1886  578 

Dysart  Canning  Co.,  Dysart  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,    1906  884 
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Eiinerson,  O.  B.,  et  al.,  Afton,  v  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  condition  of  approach  to.  .1902  301 

Fraser,  J.,  Holmes,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  trespassins  on  land  designed  for.  1888  68S 

Hill  Bros.,  Clarion,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  refusal  of  use  of  private 1887  765 

Homick  Milling  Co.,  Homick,  y.  C.  H.  ft  St  P.,  to  mill 1900  188 

Howard,  C.  O.,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  additional  facilities 1902  280 

Iowa  Gas  ft  Electric  Co.,  Washington,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  industry  trackl906  865 

Marcus  Roller  Mills,  Marcus,  v.  111.  Cent,  petition  for,  to  war^ouse.  .1894  29 J^ 

Nemmers,  N.  B.,  Lamotte,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P..  to  elevator 1899  71 

Norman,  citizens  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  building  of,  diverting  business. ..  .1887  685 
Pascoe  Bros.,  What  Cheer,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  enforcing  contract  to  con- 
struct  •. 1899  980 

Plover,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  additional 1890  935 

Rights  of  builders  to  connect  with  other  railroads 1889,  981;   1891  45 

Roberts,  C.  L.,  Grinnell,  v.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  discriminative  privileges  on  1889  1027 
Showman,   William   Showman,  et  al.,   v.  C,   M.   ft  St   P.,   petition  to 

restore     1890  917 

Slndt,  W.  v.,  Holstein,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  to  warehouse 1894  276 

Smith,  W.  C,  et  al.,  Lockridge,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  at  Coalport 1898  27 

Tait,  Robt.  M.,  Mystic,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  restoration  of  coal  switch..  1903  285 

Tunnell,  C.  W.,  BxUne,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,     use  of  for  loading 1905  273 

Watts,  F.,  Goose  Lake,  v.  C.  ft.  N.-W.,  additional 1901  887 

Sidings^  Public  Hiohwats,  Dubuque  Switching  case 1889  1034 

SiONAiiS  Electric^  at  Crossing 1892-806  ;  1898  137 

Sioux  City  ft  Dakota  Railroad^  History  of 1879  111 

SiTBs  FOR  Coal  Housss,  Elbvators^  Warrhousbs^  Eto. — 

Carriers  must  not  discriminate  in  granting 1890  867 

Decision  of  the  supreme  court  reviewed  in  Sunny  Hill  fUliance  case....  1892  29 

Discussion    of    1897,    4;    1906  7 

Exclusive  rights  to  shippers  against  public  policy 1906,  xxx-xxxiv 

Jurisdiction    of    board    1899  107 

Complaints  Concerning — ^Petition  for — 

Adams,  J.  H.,  Havelock,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  elevator,  Jurisdiction  of 

board    1899  107 

American  Sons  of  Equity,  Cumberland,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  coal  house.  .1905  811 

Arnold's  Park,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  elevator 1903  262 

Badger  Grain  ft  Live  Stock  Co.,  v.  M.  ft.  St  L.,  for  elevator 1902  276 

Barbour  ft  Younkin,  New  Sharon,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  side  track  to  eleva- 
tor     1904  ^    24» 

Baxter,  Rob.,  et  al.,  Galva,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  elevator 1904  262 

Blow,  M,  Estherville,  v.  B.,  C.  R,  ft  N.,  for  coal  shed 1886  497 

Boutilier,  H.  N.,  Britt,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  removal  of  coal  sheds,  etc..  1898  60 

Britson,  L.  A.,  Roland,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  for  lumber  house 1900  220 

Brockway,  C.  B.,  ▼.  lU.  Cent,  for  elevator 1907  871 

Campbell,  Joel,  Ayrshire,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P,.  for  coal 1892  801 

Carlson,  S.  G.,  Stratford,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  rental  for  scales 1898  212 

Carpenter,  W.  B.,  Marlon,  v.  C.  M,  ft  St  P.,  removal  of  elevator. ..  .1898  144 

Cartwrlght  W.  B.,  v.  B.  ft  W.,  conditions  in  lease 1903  248 

Conger,  Ira,  v.  m.  Cent,  for  elevator  at  Aurelia 1907  876 

Cook,  R.  W.,  Crawfordsville,  v.  B.  ft  N.-W.,  for  coal  house 1896  207 

Dewell  liumber  Co.,  Collins,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  coal  house 1903  319 

Douglas,  J.  B„  West  Branch,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  removal  of  coal  sheds.  1899  96 
Duncan,  J.  B.,  Ames,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  requirements  for  lease  for  coal 

house   site    • 1900  214 

Eckert  ft  Williams,  Northwood,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  at  Kenset 1890  925 

Edmonds,   E.   J.,  Marcus,  v.  C,   St   P.,  M.   ft  Omaha,   for  elevator. . 

1892,    862;    1899  74 

Elder,  M.,  Klemme,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  site  for  coal  house 1906  262 

Farmers*  Alliance  of  Hartley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  coal  house 1890  911 

Supreme   court  opinion   reviewed 1892  29 

Farmer's  Cereal  Co.,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  for  elevator 1906  208 
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Fannen'  Coal  A  Grain  Co.  v.  C.  A  N.-W.,  for  elevator. . . ; 1907  486 

Farmer^  Co-operative  AMUfu,  Swea  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  application 

for    1899  80 

Farmers'  Co-operative  Co.,  Doucrherty,  v.  C.  A  N.-W.,  for  coal  houfle..l908  242 
Farmer^   Co-operative  BSevator  Co.,  Woodatock,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  for 

elevator    1906  856 

Farmers*  Elevator  Co.,  Melvln,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  elevator 1906  800 

Farmers'  Blevator  Co.,  Ocheyedan,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  elevator 1906  849 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Rock  Rapids,  v.  Oreat  Northern,  petition  for 

elevator  site    1906  298 

Farmers'  Blevator  Co.,  Inwood,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  application  for....  1906  294 

Farmers'  Blevator  Co.,  Wisrhtman,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  for  elevator 1906  804 

Farmers'  Blevator  Co.  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  for  elevator 1907  426 

Farmers'  Blevator  Co.,  Aurelia,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  elevator 1907  408 

Farmers'  Blevator  Co.,  Badger,  v.  M.  ft  St  Ii.,  for  coal  sheds 1907  482 

Farmers'  Exchange,  Lake  Park,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  elevator 1906  874 

Farmers'  Exchange  Co.,  Charles  City,  v.  111.   Cent,  for  coal  shed...  19 07  246 

Farmers'  Qrain  ft  Coal  Co.,  Knierim,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  elevator 1907  374 

Farmers'  Incorporated  Co-operative  Society,  Goldfleld,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft 

N.,    for   elevator 1902  269 

Farmers'  Inc.  Co-op.  Co.,  Palmeroy,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  application  for..  1906  276 
Farmers'    Incorporated   Co-operative   Society,    Joyce,    v.    C.    ft    N.-W., 

elevator    1906  817 

Farmers'    Incorporated   Co-operat^d    Society,    v.    C,    R    I.    ft   P.,    for 

elevator 1907  872 

FEirmers'    Mutual   Blevator   Co.,    Larchwood,   v.    C,    R   L    ft   P.,   for 

elevator    1907  872 

Farmers'  Mutual  Live  Stock  Ass'n,  Kenset,   inquiry 1899  87 

Farmers'  Ass'n.  by  A.  F.  Lough,  EstherviUe,  v.   B.,   C.  R.  ft  N.,  for 

elevator    1900  119 

Farmers'  Union  Elevator  Co.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1907  484 

Foes,  I.  W.,  Salem,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  coal  shed ' 1906  870 

For    elevators,    discussion    of 1906  708 

Frasier  ft  Ballon,  Primghar,  v.  D.  ft.  S.  C.  (111.  Cent),  for  warehouse.  .1890  9^0 
Freeh  ft  King,  Maxwell,  v.   C,  M.   ft  St   P.,   information  concerning 

rights  of  lessees  of  elevators  on  station  grounds  or  right  of  way. . .  .1898  240 

Fritz,  L.  R,  Adaxa,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  application  for  coal  house. ..  .1906  296 

Frupi,  S.  B.,  Shelby,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  coal  house 1899  62 

Fry,  U.   S.,   Van   Home,   inquiry   relative  to 1897  67 

Gkiiford,  Joseph,  Burlington,  v.  citizens  of  Murray,  obstructing  street  1887  687 

Geister,  J»  G.,  Sanborn,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  elevator 1906  848 

Gier  ft  Belts,  Conrad  Grove^  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  expense  of  relocation...  .1892  848 

Gray  ft  Whyte,  Blencoe,  v.  &  C.  ft  P.,  for  elevator 1901  476 

Hall,  G  .B.,  Wesley,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  for  coal  sheds 1908  264 

Hardin  county,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  for  elevator 1890  888 

Haas,  J.  B.,  Hartley,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  elevator 1906  876 

Hodges,  N.  W.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  Bl.  Cent,  discrimination  and  refusal  of  .1890  887 

Hollis,  Thomas,  Radcllfle,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for  additional...  .1890  898 

Jansen,  Anton,  Haverhill,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  elevator 1888  828 

Jahnsen,  J.  G.  L.,  Gilman,  v.  Iowa  Central,  elevator 1891  781 

Kenyon  ft  HiUyard,  Mt  Vernon,  v.  B.  ft  N.-W.,  for  elevator 1894  268 

Kline  Bros.,  Rockwell,  v.  Iowa  Central,  for  warehouse 1896  178 

Lancaster,  W.,  Bradgate,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  elevator 1892  828 

Leverton,  John  W.,  Abbot,  v.  Iowa  Central,  termination  of  lease....  1900  161 

Lewis,  R.  G|,  Des  .Moines,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  removal  of  elevator 1896  211 

Locker,  C.  J.,  George,  v.  IlL  Cent,  for  elevator 1906  848 

Ludemann,  Sander,  et  al.,  Kesley,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  for  elevator 1908  287 

McCallsburg,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  refusal  to  grant 1886  674 

McCord  ft  Co.,  et  al.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  coal  house 1898  199 

McNamara,  J.  F.,  Vincent  v.  M  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  for  coal  house 1894  894 
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Martin.  Thos.  J.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P IdOf  424 

lifiller.  B.  G.,  Melbourne,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  elevator 1906  J71 

Northwestern  Iowa  Grain  Co..  Brltt,  v.  C.  R.  G.  ft  N.-W.  R*y..  for  ele- 
vator at  Woden 1900  64 

Parish,  E.  H.,  CambridgrOp  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  coal  house 1902  227 

Parsons  ft  Heath«  Gait,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N..  for  grain  warehouse 1891  81S 

Pearsall,  J.  H.,  Center  Point  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  coal  house  and  elevator  1906  299 

Peters.  B.  F.,  Runnells,  ▼.  Wabash,  enforced  removal  of  mill 1902  274 

Plckerinff-Johnson  Grain  Co.,  Shenandoah,  v.  O.  ft  St  L.,  at 

Summit    1898,    162;    1896  xzxix 

Pioneer   Hay   Camp,   shlppins  privileges   at 1899  29 

Porter.  James,  Sutherland,  v.  111.  Cent,  removal  at  Larrabee 1891  824 

Price   ft   Palmer,   et   al..   Ellsworth,    v.   C.    ft   N-W.,    elevator 1892  828 

Rasmussen,  A.  D..  et  al..  v.  B..  C.  R.  ft  N.,  at  Pioneer  Hay  Camp....  1899  29 

Richards  Elevator  Co.,  v.  HI.  Cent 1906  867 

Richardson  ft  Kaufman,  Belmond,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D..  removal  of  ele- 
vator      1896  169 

Riepe,  H.  H.  Sperry,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  removal  of  elevator 1900  118 

Robinson.  J.  C,  et  al.,  Marathon,  v.  C.  ft  N-W.,  on  coal  house 1892  869 

Ross  ft  Brady,  Akron,  v.  Ct  M.  ft  St  P.,  grain  warehouse 1892  781 

Russell,  J.  M.,  Storm  Lake,  v.  HI  Cent,  removal  of  elevator  at  crossing.  1893  164 

Schroeder.  E.  J.,  Oyens,  v.  IllinolB  Central,  for  elevator 1902  286 

Seibert  Bros,  ft  Co..  Forest  City,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N..  for  elevator 1900  196 

Smith,  E.  R.,  Cherokee,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  coal  house 1896  238 

Smith, 'c.  J.,  Ogden,  v.  M.  ft  St   L.,   for  warehouse 1896  227 

Smith,  J.  S..  Jewell,  v.  C.  ft  N-W.,  for  elevator 1891  794 

Smith.  M.  Lb,  Elwell,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  elevator 1899  117 

Spencer  Grain  Co.,  Minneapolis,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N..  termination  of  lease 

for   elevator   for   site   at   Crystal   Lake 1900  216 

Steer,  William  M.,  West  Branch,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N..  warehouse 1890  866 

Sunny  Hill  Alliance,  Hartley,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  coal  house 1890  911 

Thomas,  G.  F.,  Swea  City,  v.  B..  C.  R.  ft  N..  elevator  at  Armstrong.  1898  67 

Townsend  ft  Merrill.  Cedar  Falls,  v.  111.  Cent,  termination  of  lease..  189 8  26 
.    Townsend  ft  Merrill,  Cedar  Falls,  v.  C.  A  N-W.,  site  for  elevator  at 

Dike     1902  296 

Townsend  ft  Merril.  Dike,  v.  C.  ft  N-W.,  for  lumber  and  coal  yard..  19 00  214 

Voas  Lumber  Co.,  Jewell,  v.  C.  ft  N-W.,  notice  to  vacate 1903  266 

Webster  Bros.,  Waucoma,  v.  C.  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  at  Boyd 1890  896 

Webster  Bros..  Waucoma,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St   P.,  at  Jackson  Junction.  .1894  271 

Welles,  W.  W.,  Webster  City,  v.  W.  C.  ft  S.  W.,  failure  to  furnish..  1889  1046 

Wellsburg,  cltliens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  for  elevator 1891  820 

Wertz.  C.  C.  Greene,  v.  B..  C.  R.  ft  N..  for  coal  house 1897  21 

Whjrte,  Joseph,  et  al..  Blencoe.  v.  C.  ft  N-W.,   for  elevator 1903  266 

Wiemer,  H.  A..  Harris,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,   for  elevator 1908  246 

Wilbur.  D.  W.,  Hawkeye,  v.   C,  M.  ft  St.  P..  grain  warehouse 1896  166 

Williams  Bros.,  et  al..  Prlmghar.  v.  111.  Cent,  for  elevator 1896  184 

Winnebago   Farmers  Alliance,   v.   M.   ft   St.   L.,   coal   house 1891  732 

Wright  N.   A.,  Herring,   v.   C.  ft  N-W..  for  coal  sheds 1903  266 

York,  Joseph,  Zenorsvllle,  v.  C.   ft  N-W.,  for  coal  sheds 1888  836 

Slskpinq  Cabs — 

Dowell,  A.  B.,  Vinton,  v.  C.  ft  N-W.,  holders  of  second  class  ticket  not 

entitled    to     1883  662 

Privileges,  dlscrimlnatidn  in,  at  Council  Bluffs 1888  702 

Small  and  Laboi  Shippers — see  Car  Load  Bates. 

Smith^  Spencbr^  Commibsionsr,  paper  on  the  "Railroad  Question" 1889  21 

Snow   Fbncb,   Appropriating  Land   For — see  Appropriation   of  Land, 
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Belmond,  citizens  of,  v.  Central  Iowa,  failure  to  keep  road  open 1884         517 

Cass,  S.  F.f  Sumner,  v.  Dub.  &  Dak.,  failure  to  run  trains  on  account  of  1886        606 

Goshen,   citizens  of,   v.   H.   ft   S.,   petition   to  raise 1886         607 

Jackson,  E.  P.,  et  al.,  Gllmore,  y.  D.  M.  &  Ft.  D.,  asking  removal  of.  .1888         578 

Tripoli,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  failure  to  remove,  and  delay  of  trains.  1898         225 

Soft  Coal  Rates — see  Rates. 

Solicitation  op  Hotbl  Patbonaob  at  Stations — see  Omnibtts  Privileffea. 

Spbcial  Tbain   to  carry  live  stock,   extra  charges   for 1887         782 

Spbcial  Ratbb  on  building  material  for  churches,  permissible 1888        887 

Spbcial  Ratbb,  large  shipper  not  entitled  to  against  small  shipper 1888         837 

Spbcial  Embrgenct  Rates  on  Corn — see  Rates. 

Spbcial  Rates  to  Larqb  Shippers — see  Car  Load  Rates;  also  Rates. 

Speed    op    Freight    trains 1878  66 

Spbbd  op  Trains  in  Cities — 

Board  of  Commissioners,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  in  Waverly 1906         862 

Hill,  E..  Mltchellvllle,  v.  C.  R.   I.  &  P.,  through   town 1896         120 

Malvern,  city  of,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  danger  from  fast  trains 1889       1040 

Watland,  O.  T.,  Huxley,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  through  town 1903         312 

Spur  Tracks — see,  also.  Side  Tracks. 

Dooley,  George,  Newton,  v.  Iowa  Central,  protest  against  removal  of. .1891         737 

Excelsior  Coal  Co.,  v.  Central  Iowa,  compulsory  operation  of 1878  24 

Robertson,   S.   A.,   Des  Moines,   taxation  of  quarry  track 1881         188 

Connection  With  Main  Line — see  Side  Tracks. 

Stanwood  ft  Tipton  Railway,  history  of 1879         112 

State   and   Interstate   Commerce — see,    also.    Interstate    Commerce    and 

Rates     1886  86 

Diamond  Jo  Line,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1899,  1074,  1077 

Opinion  of  supreme  court    1892         901 

State  Commerce^  shipments   beginning   and   ending  in   Iowa   but  passing 
outside  the  state  in  transit  not  governed  by  Iowa  rates — opinion  of 

United  States  supreme  court  in  Arkansas  case 1903         863 

What  Constitutes — 

Carpenter,  D.  J.,  Beloit,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  shipments  from  points  to 
point  within  the  state,  though  passing  outside  in  transit,  are  state 

commerce     1890         849 

Freight  shipped  from  point  to  point  within  the  state  of  Iowa,  though 
passing  outside  intranslt,  held  to  be  state  commerce, ....  189,  1077  ;  1890        849 

Hamilton  ft  Co.,  Algona,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  what  constitutes 1897         118 

Heath,  H.  R.  ft  Sons,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  111.  Cent,  shipments  from  points 
in  the  state  to  points  outside,  though  rebllled  in  transit  interstate 

commerce      1894         164 

McGllora,  L.  E.,  Larchwood,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  traffic  from  point  to 

point  in  Iowa,  though  passing  outside  in  transit  is  state  commerce.  1892         862 
Skeen  ft  Zook,  Albia,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  fjrom  point  to  point  in  Iowa  is 

state    commerce 1898  74 

9rATB  Control  op,  C.  R.   I.   ft  P.   R'y 1880        179 

Station,  Relocation  op,  LeGrand,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N-W., 1901         160 

Station — ^Facxlttibb  and  Sbbvicb — See,  also,  Joint  Stations. 

Abandonment  of — see  Abandonment  of  Station.  * 

Changing  name  of,  legislation  recommended 1889,  89  ;  1891  44 

Cleanliness  and  removal  of  disorderly  persons  reconmiended 1884  42 

Control  of  grounds^  omnibus  privileges — see  Omnibus  Privileges. 

Exclusive  use  must  not  be  granted  to  one  person 1890    898,894 

Establishing    of    new,    legislation    recommended 1889  39 

Falidtles  for  doing  business  at 1896      ttit 

Finances  of  company  can  not  be  considered  by  board  in  ordering 1884         609 

Grade   of   highway   crossing   over   station    grounds 1898    16,166 

Joint  and  Y  connections — see  Joint  Stations;  also  Wyes. 

New   legislation    recommended    1891  48 

Profits  to  carriers  not  sole  element  in  establishment  of 1884        496 
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Abbott,  Lelser  et  al.  of,  v.  R,  C.  R.  ft  N.  and  Cent  Iowa,  depot. ..  .1882  488 

Albia,  condition  of  depot  used  by  Wabash  and  Iowa  Central 1902  297 

Adaia,  cltiaens  of,  v.  D.  !£.,  N.  A  W.,  petition  for  depot.  ...1896,  178;  1898  85 

Afton  Jet,  additional  at,  F.  Wisdom,  Creston,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1900  166 

Afton  Jet,  Henry  Paine.  Decorah,  ▼.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  et  aL,  condition  of..  1907  880 

Albia,  A.  Brandvlsr  of,  v.  Wabash,   et  al.,  sanitary  condition 1906  878 

Algona,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  IC  ft  St  P.,  for  relocation  of 1889  1066 

Alden,  M.  F.  BIgelow  of,  y.  111.  Cent,  Insufllclent  nlffht  service 1884  606 

Ames,  C.  ft  N-W.  R'y.  Co.,  bad  condition  of  toilet  room 1905  809 

Apllngton,  citizens  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  to  keep  open  at  night 1882  455 

Ascot  J-  Jones,  et  al.,  of,  v.  IlL  Cent 1906  820 

Ashawa,  remoyal  of,  Jno.  Leyner,  et  al.,  Dallas  Co.,  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P..  189 2  807 

Ashawa  ▼.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  remoyal  of 1891  789 

Atlantic  P.  Calloway  of,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  privileges  of  stockyards.  .1895  288 

Aurora,  Zera  EInapp  of,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  condition  of  depot  platform. ..  .1900  148 

Austin,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for  removal  of 1892  868 

Avery,   citizens   of,   v.   C,   B.   ft  Q.,   petition   for 1892  742 

Avon,  Iievl  Knrsher,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  removal. . .  .1886  508 
Bamum,  C.  F.  Bryant  recorder,  v.  111.  Cent,  dangerous  location  of  de- 
pot      1895  219 

Basset  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  flag  station 1896  121 

Selolt,  E.  £2.  Carpenter  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  depot  service 1906  875 

Beloit  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  telegraph  facilities 1903  307 

Benson,   inaccessibility  of  side   track  at   on  III.   Cent,   complaint  of, 

L.    Canfleld    1901  489 

Benson,  Citizens  liomber  Co.,  ▼.  HI.  Cent 1905  265 

Bevlngton,  near,  notice  to  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  D.  H.  ft  K.  C,  to  con- 
struct  .1892  764 

Billings,   J.   L.,   Olivet  ▼.   C,   R.   I.   ft  P 1907  426 

Slrchard,  R  G.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  bad  condition  of  depot  platform. .  .1907  407 

Bismark   station   case    1889,    86,    992 ;    1895  XL 

Blakesburg,  citizens  of;  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  388 

Blencoe,  Wm.  McFarlane  et  aL  of,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  petition  for 1884  508 

Blencoe,  J.  J.  Reynolds  et  aL  of,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  petition  for  stockyards.  1888  711 

Bonair,   Fleming  Brothers,   v.   C.   M.   ft  St   P 1903  209 

Bonair,  T.  S.  Johnson  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  H.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1892  799 

Bouton  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  depot  etc 1890  943 

Bouton,  D.  B.  Bryan  of,  v.  C,  H.  ft  St  P.,  depot 1888  688 

Boyd,  citizens  of,  v.  C.    G.  W.  R'y.  petition  for  depot 1899  84 

Brooklyn.  W.  K.  Karr  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1906  821 

Browns,  Hale  ft  Riggs,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  reopening 1891  746 

Bunch,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  depot  at  Bunch  postofflce  and 

Paris    siding    1891  798 

California  Junction,  citizens  of,  v.  F.,  B.  ft  M.  V.  et  aL,  depot 1887  628 

Calliope,  Johnson  Bros,  of,  v.  C,  H.  ft  St  P.,  abandonment  of 1908  248 

Capron   Station,   Capron,   G.  F.,   v.   C,  M.   ft  St   P.,   facilities  as  per 

oontract      1889  1058 

Carbon  Junction,  better  depot  at  on  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1900  175 

Castalla,  W.  K  Riggs  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  petition  to  reopen 1890  875 

Cedar  Falls,  Geo.  B.  Van  Saun,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  opening  of  station 1894  285 

Cedar  Valley,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  petition  for  stockyards  ..1900  129 

Chandler,  Wm.  et  af.,  v.  Iowa  ft  Illinois,  location  of  Wapsle  station.  1907  421 

Cleghom  and  Cherokee  county,  citizens  of,  v.  Dub.  ft  S.  C,  depot 1889  1019 

Dissenting  opinion  by  Commissioner  Campbell  1889  1020 

Coalport  restoration  of  sidetrack   1898  27 

Colfax,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  improved  sanitary  conditions. ..  .1889  1067 

Commissioners  v.  Wabash,  et  al.,  sanitary  condition  of  at  Albia. 1907  881 

Cone,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N..  flag  staUon 1887  778 
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Connables,  B.  B.,  Sergeant,  et  al.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P 1908  296 

Cornelia,  Johnson  Broa.  of,  v.  H.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  petition  for  depot.. ...  .1900  178 

Coming,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  relocation  of  depot 1887  760 

Council  BlufCs,  citizens  of,  v.  U.  P.,  insufficient  facilities 1886  680,670 

Council  Bluffs,  city  of,  v.  All  Entering  Railways,  additional  facilities.  .1892  809 

Crippen,  Crippen  Creamery  Co.,  v.  C,  BC  ft  St.  P.,  platform 1894  270 

Croton,  W.  EL,  Butler  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  for  telegraph 1901  487 

Cummings.  citizens  of,  y.  C.  ^  O.  W.,   relocation  of  depot 1903  268 

Cylinder,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  depot .1891  816 

Dallas  Center,  Benton  Brothers  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  keeplQg  depot  open.  1896  88 

Dallas  Center,  city  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  keeping  depot  open,  etc....  19 04  266 

I>anville,   citizens  of,   v.   C,   B.   ft  Q.,   petition  for 1906  260 

David,  D.  B.  MclAUghlin  of,  v.  W.  ft  S.  W.,  peUUon  for 1893  267 

Davidi,  Sholtes  ft  Porte  of,  y.  W.  ft  W.,  aervice 1898  66 

Davis  City,  citizens  of,  v.  C.,  B.  ft  Q.,  keeping  depot  open 1904  268 

Dawson,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1890  987 

Delphi,  Thomson,  F.  B.,  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  telegraph  facilities. ..  .1904  811 

Dennis,  citizens  of,  v.  A.  ft  C,  restoration  of  switch 1896  120 

Des  Moines,  D.  A*  Poorman  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  lack  of  in  EJast  Des 

BCoines    1891  836 

Des  Moines,   unsafe  oondition   of  union   depot 1898  11 

Diagonal,  citizens  of,  v.  C.    G.  W.,  freight  station 1894  166 

Diagonal,  C.  J.  and  J.  T.  Todd  of,  v.  C,  St  P  ft  K.  a,  faculties 1892  828 

Dickinson,  J.  L.  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  aL,  application  for  joint 1907  286 

Donley,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for  depot 1903  270 

Donnan,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.   ft  St   P.,   telegraph  facilities 1908  316 

Doon,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  ft  O.,  petition  for  depot  at  Lunt's 

Siding      1896  88 

Dow  City,  depot  service,  W.  H.  Shove,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  v.  IlL  Cent  and 

C.    ft    N.-W    1906  817 

Dows,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  petition  for  station 1906  244 

Drake,  a  D.,  et  aL,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for  Joint 1907  288 

Duncan,  Vruba  Nemetz  Co.  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  operator 1906  248 

Durham,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  abandonment  of 1908  806 

Dumont    depot   platform   at 1901  486 

Bldora,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  closed  depot 1903  249 

Blmlra,  Wm.  Cochran,  et  al.,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  facilities   1892  736 

Supplemental    decision 1892  787 

Blm  Sjprlngs,  H.  L.  Lennon.  et  al.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  agent 1897  127 

Bhn  Springs,  H.  Lennon,  et  al.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  freight  facilities.  .1898  72 

Blrick,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  for  re-establishment  of 1897  72 

Blwell,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  depot  open  for  night  trains 1903  '282 

Bstherville,   L.  R.  Bingham  ft  Son,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  facilities  for 

storing  ajid  handling  perishable  freight 1896  104 

Bvanston,  depot  at  W.  D.  Drake,  et  al.,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D 1898  86 

Bverly,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1887  742 

Bwart,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  abandonment  of 1908  802 

Bxline,  oitizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  inadequate  freight  facilities 1906  261 

Fairfax,  Richardson  ft  Beard  of,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  conditions  of 1889  1079 

Fifleld,   citizens   of,   v.   Wabash,    petition   for 1894  287 

Florence,  C.  W.  Thorup  of,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.,  petition  for  depot. ..  .1901  382 

Fredonia,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P..  station  facilities 1905  246 

Oladbrook,  station  platform  at  junction  of  C.  ft  N.-W.,  and  C.  G.  W..1904  296 

Glendale,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for 1890  861 

Goldfleld,  J.  Q.  Hanna  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  location  of 1882  432 

Goose  Lake,  additional  sidetracks  at  on  C.  ft  N.-W .- 1901  887 

Goose  Lake,  F.  Watts  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  shipping  facilities 1890  947 

Graham,  John  W.  Shell,  et  al..  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  shipping  facilities  1892  784 

Grundy  Center,  citizens  of,  v.  C..  R.  I.  ft  P.,  night  operator 1906  262 
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Harvey,  M.  Butt,  et  al.,  v.  Wabash,  platform 1893  210 

Hawarden,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  for  buildincr 1883  696 

Hay  Siding:  case.  W.  W.  Claypool,  et  al.,  Spencer,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,.  .1893  204 

Hayfleld,  citizens  of,  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  request  for  telegrraph  operator 1906  344 

Hemdon,  Shipley  Bros,  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  Insufficient  approaches  1885  652 

Hemdon,  J.  G.  Boyd  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  night  service 1886  676 

Hemdon.  J.  O.  Boyd  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  condition  of  road  to  dept  1902    '  298 

Hemdon,  night  service  at  X^*  E.  Gray,  Perry,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1887  62S 

Hemdon,  R.  R.  Bobbins  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  et  al.,  for  freight  house.  1893  215 
Hemdon,   citizens  of,   v.   C,   M.   ft   St.   P.,   and  W.,   St.   L.   ft  P.,   ap- 
proaches   to     J . . . .  1886  662 

Hiattsville.  citizens  of,  v.  Wabash,  petition  for  depot 1906  243 

Hickory  Grove  Township,  Jasper  county,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  central, 

facilities     1890  900 

Rehearing  declined    1890  901 

Hill's  Siding,  petition  for  depot  at,  on  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1898  67 

Hill's  Siding,  J.  S.  WUson  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  petiUon  for.  .192,  736  ;  1893  18S 

Hodges,  C.  H.,  et  al..  Sexton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1892  800 

Holmes,  B.  S.  Cleveland  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  better  acoonunodations .  .1888  706 

Holmes,  B.  S.  Cleveland  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  facilities 1890  883 

Howell  station,  petition  for  depot  at  on  Wabash,  by  Bosquet  et  al., 

Pella    1902  268 

Hull  station  case,  Davidson  Bros.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1887  692 

Dissenting   opinion   of   Commissioner    Coffin 1887  698 

Hutchins.   citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St   P.,   petition  for 1893  147 

Ida  Grove,  J.  D.  Miller  et  al.,  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  for.  .1884,  495  ;  1885  651 

Independence,  citizens  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  to  stop  at  platforms 1892  786 

Independence,   care  of  station,  Mrs.   J.   C.   McKlnney,  Decorah,  v.   111. 

Cent     1883  667 

Iowa  Falls,  J.  T.  Miller  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  et  al.,  Junction  accommo- 
dations     1881  148 

Ira,    station   service    1895  150 

Kelley,  George,  W.  P.  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  inaccessibility  of  team  track.  .1900  186 

Kenwood  Park,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,   petition  for 1893  244 

Kingston,    abandonment    of    complaint    B.    H.    Sharp    et    al..    Leon, 

V.    K.    ft   W 1902  288 

Kirkwood,   Kerchner,   B.   A.   of,   establishment  of 1900  140 

Klron,  A.  Novelins  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  location  of  station 1899  100 

Klemme,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  petition  for 1890  884 

Knierim,  A.  Doster  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  depot  open  for  passenerers 1906  378 

Kniffln,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  facilities.  .1891,  761;  1896  176 

Lalnsville,  baggage  facilities  at  on  C.  M.  ft  St  P 1903  821 

Lamotte,    citizens  of,   v.   C,   M.   ft   St    P.,    abandonment   of   telegraph 

station     1904  281 

Latty,  citizens  of.  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  for  additional  room  at 1886  522 

Latty,  Jackson  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  rebuilding  of  depot 1905  290 

Ledyard,  depot  at  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1898  88 

LeGrand,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,   relocation  of 1894  818 

Le  Mars,  citizens  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  et  al.,  for  more  commodious 1890  889 

Lenox,  J.  B.  Dunn  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  329 

LIda,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  St.  P.  ft  K.  C,  petition  for 1889  1010 

Lime  Springs,  J.  G.  Reed  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  night  service. . .  .1893  213 

Lothrop,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  maintenance  of 1907  410 

Little  Wall  Lake,  citizens  ot  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft.  D.,  petition  for  flag 1891  830 

Luana,  depot  platform  at,  P.  Bredow,  Maxwell,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1898  86 

Luana,  W.  F.  Warner  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  insufficient  depot  grounds.  .1897  68 

Lucas,  Wm.  Fleenor  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  depot  open  at  night 1901  601 

Lunt's  Siding,  petition  for  depot  by  citizens  of  Doon 1896  38 

Lux  Siding,  Peter  Lux  et  al.,  Hopkinton  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1893  141 
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Liuveme,  citizens  of,  v.  M.  A  St.  L 1906  813 

Lytton,  J.  H.  Low  of,  ▼.  C,  M.  &  St  P 1906  314 

Marengo,  citizens  of,  ▼.  C,  R  I.  &  P.,  unsanitary  condition  of 1894  274 

Medervllle,  A.  S.  Albrecht  et  al.,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  petition  to  rebuild 

station     1896  101 

Melbourne,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  opening  of  depot 1906  306 

Melbourne,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  petition  for 1888  783 

Melbourne,  J.  H.  Bagley  et  al.,  ▼.  C.  O.  W.,  Joint  station  at  crossing. .  .1896  16 

Merlden,  citizens  of,  v.  HL  Cent,  for  rebuilding  of  burned 1886  514 

Miller,  M.  P.,  v.  Iowa  &  Illinois,  maintenance  of 1907  411 

Morning  Sun,  citizens  of,  v.  Central  Iowa  and  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.1884,  688 ;  1885  564 

Mt  Pleasant  A.  M.  Van  Allen,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  condition  of  depot 1906  333 

NashTiUe,  J.  R.   Halley  of,  v.   C  ft  N.-W.,  station  service 1896  94 

Nashville,  Miles  Slnkey  of,  ▼.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  removal  of  agent 1900  125 

New  Hartford,  citizens  of,  v.  D.  &  S.  C,  for  reopening,  night 1891  741 

New  Hartford,  J.  Paulger  et  al.,  v.  111.  Cent,  for  night  service 1885  658 

New  Virginia,  J.  B.  Felton  of,  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  bad  condition  of 1892  789 

New  Virginia,  G.  O.  Stansell  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  condition  of  grounds.  .1906  330 
N.  Y.  Siding,  petition  for  station  at  Wm.  H.  Plunmier,  Logan  v.  111. 

Cent 1899  112 

Nira,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  to  have  agent  reinstated. . .  .1905  266 
Norway,  J.  T.  Springer  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  lighting  of  depot  and  plat- 
form  1898,    90 ;     1900  164 

Norway  township,  trustees  of,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  abandonment  of 1907  359 

Oakley,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  to  reopen 1886  501 

Oakvllle,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  petition  for  additional.  .1891,797 ;  1894  244 

Oelweln,  on  C.  G.  W.,  transfer  of  passengers 1904  281 

Ogden,  citizens  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.  et  aL,  petition  for  Joint  station 1906  244 

Okobojl,  O.  L  Wilson  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1901  497 

Okoboji,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  opening  of 1905  289 

OriUa,  citizens  of,  v.  C.    G.  W.,  reopening 1894  238 

Orilla,  J.  A.  Garret  of,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  day  agent 1899  60 

Osborne,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1891  740 

Osborne,  facilities  at  F.  D.  Bayless,  Blkader  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1892  880 

Oskalooea,  W.  A.  Seevers  et  al.  of,  v.  Central  Iowa,  accommodations.  .1886  520 

Otho,  citizens  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  petition  for 1892  730 

Petition  for  reopening 1895  170 

Otranto,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  larger  building 1892  781 

Oxford  Mills,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  to  reopen  station.  .1905  246 

Page  Center,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  agent 1892,  780  ;  1899  49 

Paine,  Henry,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  condlUon  of  at  Afton  Jet 1907  380 

Palo  Alto  County,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  and  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  peti- 
tion  for    1886  479 

Percy,  S.  R.  Dawson  of,  v.  W.,  St  L.  ft  P.,  for  wood  and  coal 1887  684 

Petersvllle,  M.  J.  Spain  of,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  telegraph  service 1905  246 

Plessis,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P.,  telegraph  facilities 1904  292 

Plover,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for 1890  936 

Plymouth,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  to  open  depot 1906  275 

PostviUe,  D.  E.  Harrington  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  insufficient  service. . .  .1890  860 

Rands,  citizens  of,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  ft  W.,  petition  for 1893  221 

Rands,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P 1903  303 

Red  Oak,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  relocation  of  freight  house 1889  991 

Reiman,  A.,  Patterson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  change  of  name  of 1907  376 

Rldgeway,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  rebuilding  of  burned 1888  761 

River  Junction,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  It  ft  N.,  telegn*aph  operator 1899  33 

River  Junction,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  maintenance  of 1904  269 

Rock  Falls,  Calvert,  Charles  F.  ot  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  telegraph  facilities.  1904  312 

Root's  Siding,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.,  depot 1898  61 

Russell,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  night  service 1886  606 
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Ruthven,  cltlsena  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  for  removal  of 1886  561 

Sandusky,  citizens  of,  v.  St.  L.,  K.  C.  &  N.-W.,  for  rebulldlncr 1890  899 

Siantiago,  J.  D.  Malone  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  St.  P.  &  K.  C,  petition  for 1898  214 

Sawyer,  citizens  of,  ▼.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  818 

Sheldahl,  A.  M.  Jenks  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al.,  platform 1887  689 

Sheldon,  citizens  of,  v.  C-,  M.  ft  St  P.,  Inadequate 1887  697 

Sheldon,  Commercial  Club  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  condition  of 1906  858 

Showman,  William  Showman  et  al.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  for  restoration  of  .1890  917 

Sidney,  James  Young  ft  Co.  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  negligence  of  agent. . .  .1894  807 

Slater,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  for  building 1888  689 

Slater,  Helland,  M.  S.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  condition  of  station  grounds. ..  .1903  2S8 

Sllfer,  Julander  Broa  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  depot 1904  280 

Solomon,  citizens  of,  v.  O.  &  St  Jm,  petition  for 1892  757 

Spauldlng,  Snyder,  A.  B.,  et  al„  ▼.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  reopening 1891  747 

E^raguevllle,  Daniel  Paup  et  al..  ▼.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  establishment  of..  19 06  220 

Stark,  M.  W.  Crozler  of,  v.  B.  &  N.-W.,  petition  for 1890  867 

Stacyville,  station  at   C.  H.   Springer,   Springer,  v.   111.  Cent 1898  69 

Sumner,  depot  facilities  furnished  by  C.  G.  W.  R'y  Co 1899,  116  ;  1900  168 

Sylvia,  petition  for  privilege  of  loading  cars  at  on  C,  M.  &  St  P 1903  278 

Thomas,  J.  P.,  Washington,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  removal  of 1907  441 

Thornton,  citizens  of,  v.  M.  C.  ft  F.  D.,  petition  for  depot 1889  981 

Todd,   C.  J.   ft  J.   T.,   Diagonal,   v.   St   P.   ft  K.   C,   facilities 1892  828 

Traer,  Dennis,  J.  B.  of,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  depot  opened  for  night  trains.  .1900  217 

Tyrone,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for 1906  267 

Udell  station  at  citizens  of  Appanoose  County  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 1892  864 

Udell,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  &  P.,  establishment  of 1894  162 

Ulster,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  of 1890  865 

Valeria,  O'Brien  Bros,  of,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  freight  house 1892  888 

Valeria,  P.  Roybar  of,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  for  platform 1889  1071 

Van  Wert,  E.  R  Gaston  of,  v.  Wabash  West,  condition  of,  conduct  In.  1888  692 

Ventura,  station  at  G.  W.  Richardson,  Clear  Lake,  v.  C,  IC  ft  St  P..  .1890  928 

Verdi,  J.  P.,  Thomas,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  removal  of  at 1907  441 

Wadena,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  telegraph  facilities 1908  312 

Wagner,  Geo.  B.,  v.  Iowa  Central,  abandonment  of   1907  424 

Walker,  C.  P.,  v.  M.   ft  St  L 1907  876 

Walters,  Geo.  W.  et  al.,  Buchanan,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  re- 
establishment    of    telegraph    facilities 1907  858 

Warren,  N.  Pritchard  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  facilities 1886  668 

Warren,  petition  for  on  C,  B.  ft  Q   1904  809 

Waterloo,  condition  of  depot  platform  on  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.  R'y 1900  216 

Waterloo,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  maintenance  of  in  West  Waterloo.  .1907  445 

Waterman  Siding,  Austin,  S.  L.,  Sutherland,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  at 1903  227 

Wayland,  M.  O.  B.  Morris  of,  v.  B.  ft  W.,  replacing 1903  289 

Waverly,  condition  of  111.  Central  depot 1902  229 

Waverly,  depot  conditions,  P.  Hutchinson,  Hampton,  v.  C,  G.  W. 1903  288 

Waverly,  suggestions  of  Board  that  proper  station  house  should  be 

built    by    C.    G.    W 1906  260 

Webb,  W.  M.  Palmer  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  depot  facilities 1906  244 

Wesley,  J.  S.  Galligher  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  night  operator 1893  226 

Westfleld,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1890  919 

Westfleld,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  amended  decision 1891  802 

Westfleld,  E.  C.  F.  Mohr  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  insufficient  depot  room.  .1903  281 

Whiting.  A.  G.  Wright  et  al.  of,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  night  service 1886  612 

Wlliams,  citizens  of,  v.  Ill  Cent,  for  night  and  mall  service 1888  712 

Willlard  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  flag  station , 1901  622 

Wilson  Jet,  Rail,  W.  A.  Perry,  v.  C,  G.  W.,  insuflldent  accommoda- 
tions at    1900  166 

Woolstock,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  night  agent 1901  618 

•Statistics,  difficulty  in  obtaining 1897,  4  ;  1899  5 


INDBX.  641 

Year  Fa£e 
Statxttss  Rblatino  to  Railways — see  Law8. 

SrnALiNa  LzvB  Stock  xn  Thansit — see  Subatitution  of  Live  Stock,  Bto. 

Stbbl  Rails,  Introduction  of,  duty  on,  etc 1880  182 

Stock  Capztai/— «ee  Capital  Stooh, 

Stock  Cattib.  Fktition  fob  Withdrawal  of  Ratbs  on — see  Rates, 

Stock  Cattlb,  Reduced  Ratbs  for  Round  Trip  Shipments  of — see  Rates, 

Stock  and  Dbbt  per  mile 1880  157 

Stockholdhbs,  List  of 1888  646,657 

Stock  Killed  and  Injubed— see,  also.  Damage, 

Bailey,  J.  S.,  Searsboro,  v.  Cent  Iowa»  at  croslns:,  failure  to  whistle 1888  669 

Bates,  Lb  Weldon,  v.  K.  &  W.,  on  crossing: 1892  844 

Bates,  Lb  P.,  Russell,  v.  W.,  St  U  &  P.  et  al.,  failure  to  fence 1886  608 

Barkley,  B.  A.,  Odebolt,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  by  train 1896  165 

Beyers,  Mrs.  J.  W.,  Hull,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  on  private  crossing 1898  69 

Blanchard,  John.  Blencoe,  v.  S.  C.  &  P.,  on  crossing 1887  789 

Boatwrlght,  D.  J.,  Hastle,  v.  W.,  St  L.  &  P.,  hogs  on  account  of  defect- 
ive fence    1892  866 

Boswell,  Joseph,  Davis  City,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  calf 1901  626 

Bruntslng,  A.  E..  Hull,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  open  farm  crossing 1898  62 

Butin,  D.  F.,  Des  Molnee,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  damages  for 1888  686 

Campbell,  F.  R.,  Bismarck,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  calf 1898  69 

Condlt  A.  B.,  Paton,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  at  cattle  guard 1888  828 

Cowry,  Patrick,  Paton,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  near  station 1888  746 

Decker,  J.  L,  East  Peru,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  by  train 1890  866 

Dlckman,  John,  Westgate,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  at  crossing. 1889  1047 

Dofler,  W.  L.,  Vall,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  defective  fence 1898  6$ 

Dundon,  BCary,  Whiting,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  cow 1902  268 

Barle,  W.  C,  Waukon,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  hogs  in  transit 1888  681,786 

Emery,  H.  A.,  Thayer,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1895  240 

Ferguson,  J.  A.,  Paton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  cow 1889  1046 

Fowler,  F.  H.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  failure  to  whistle  and 

ring     1892  861 

Fraser,  W.  W.,  Bevington,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  on  depot  grounds 1888  748,744 

Frazer,  J.,  Paullina,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W. 1895  170 

Frazler,  Qeorge,  Panora,  v.  D.  M.,  N.  &  W.,  defective  cattle  guards..  .1897  110 

Oould,  N.,  VanWert,  v.  H.  ft  S.,  struck  by  engine 1890  845 

Qruwell,  B.  T.,  West  Branch,  v.  R,  C.  R  ft  N.,  claim  for 1889  1088 

Helmer,  M.  F.,  Mechanlcsville,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  right  of  way 1884  622 

Harris,  H.  W.,  Perry,  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft  D.,  on  highway  crossing 1888  '  694 

Harris,  John,  Oswall,  v.  Iowa  Northern,  claim  for,  on  crossing 1892  826 

Hlbbard,   A.  A.,  Paullina,   v.   C.  ft  N.-W.,  calf 1886,    686;    1894  237 

Hlbbard,  A.  A.,  Paulina,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  hogs 1889,  1060 ;  1896  169 

Hoist,  H.,  Glutier,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  colt 1901  482 

Ives,  Julius,  Dickens,  v.  C,  Bl.  ft  St  P.,  damage  for 1889  1026 

Leeper,  J.  W.,  Truro,  v.  D.  M.  ft  K.  C,  Injured  in  cattle  guard 1892  826 

Logan,  Mrs.  R  B.,  Rhodes,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  account  of  defective 

fence 1892  848 

Macklnnon,  J  C,  Oen.  Mgr.  C,  F.  M.  ft  D.  M.,  Inquiry  as  to  liability.  .1898  249 

Marsh,  C.  H.,  Orlnnell,  v.  Central  Iowa,  at  crossing,  failure  to  whistle.  1888  680 

Mayhew,  N.  P.,  VUlisca,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  in  transit 1885  547 

McCahiU,  M.,  et  al.,  Conger,  v.  C,  St  P.  &  K.  C,  claim  for 1891  818 

MbCracken,  Mrs.  E.,  Thomburg,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  failure  to  fence...  1892  866 

McCracken,  Mrs.  E.,  Thomburg,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  claim  for 1893  218 

Mc Williams,  H.,  Denlson,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  claim  for 1890  914 

Neff,  G.  W.,  Wayland,  v.  B.  ft  N.-W.,  killing  a  hog 1902  249 

Peters,  John,  Paullina,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  claim  for 1892  880 

Rayboume,  A.,  Woodward,  v.  D.  M.  ft  N.,  claim  for ', 1891  778 

Remington  Bros.,  Murray,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  crossing 1898  67 

Richards,  W.,  Davis  City,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  claim  for 1892  881 

Roberts,  Anthony,  Van  Wert,  v.  K.  ft  W.,  hog  on  depot  grounds 1888  714 
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Stock  Killed  and  Injured- Continued 

Rohmer,  J.,  Paullina,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  claim  for 1887  680 

Rudiabaugh,  C.  S.,  Davis  City,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  claim  for 1892  823 

Shay,  John,  Maloy,  v.  C,  St.  P.  ft  K.  C,  claim  for 1893  230 

Smith,  J.  J.,  West  Branch,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  a  cow 1898  68 

Stacey,  J.  E.,   Algona,   v.   C.  ft  N.-W 1903  283 

Stout,  J.  C,  Thayer,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  horse 1895  208 

Tallman,  J.  A.,  Paton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  on  station  grounds 1889  1068 

Tasker  Bros.,  Onslow,  v.  C,  ft  N.-W 1885  546 

Waggoner,  Henry,  Odebolt,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1894  306 

Week,  C.  P.,  Clermont,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  damages  for 1886  510 

White,  S.  J.,  Plymouth,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  account  of  defective  fence.  .1892  848 

Wilson.  B.  C,  Van  Wert.  v.  H.  ft  S.,  Injured  on  bridge 1888  682 

EhroGK  IN  Transit^  Damage  to — see  Damages, 

Stock  WAtebino.     Hepburn   Committee  Report 1880  17S 

Stock  Watbring — see  Watering  8took, 

9rocK  Yards — 

Abbott,  John  Leverton,  v.  UL  Cent.,  removal  of 1899  9d 

Albion,  Cement  Grain  ft  Lumber  Co.  of,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  condition  of...  1906  365 
Atlantic,  Dr.  P.  Calloway  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  discrimination  in  privi- 
leges      1895  233 

Blencoe,  J.  J.  Reynolds  et  al.  of,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  petition  for 1888  711 

Brighton,  J.  W.  Swisher  of,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  conditions  of 1903  811 

Casey,  R.  H.  and  H.  L.  Marshall    of,    v.    C,    K.    I.  ft  P.,  location  of 

1901,     498  ;  1902  294 

Cedar  Valley,  citixens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  petition  for 1900  129 

Clayton,  P.  F.  Meehan  and  Wm.  Drew  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for.  .1894  291 

Conover,  citisens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  lack  of  water  at 1895  138 

Coon  Rapids,  citixens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  condition  of 1898  53 

Davis,  John  B.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  public  use  of  private 1907  421 

Decatur  City,  A.  B.  Allen  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  condition  of 1904  251 

Decorah,  H.  C.  Hjerleid  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  in  use  of.  1905  271 

Gllmore  City,  A.  N.  Bull  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  bad  condition  of.  .1902  296 

Glidden,  B.  Tobes  et  al.  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  location  of 1903  268 

Glidden,  Henry  Armstrong  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  location  of 1902  245 

Hallett  Geo.  S.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  condition  of   1907  389 

Lohrvllle,  J.  C.  Onan  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  in  use  of..  1900  175 

Lucas,  Ashby  ft  McG«e  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  bad  condition  of 1905  308 

Lutz,  T.  B.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  in  use  of 1907  401 

Lynch,  Thomas,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  condition  of 1907  394 

Marcus,  city  of,  v.  Illinois  Central,  removal  of 1897  125 

Mame,  McCullough  ft  Fudge  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  lack  of  water  in. . .  .1897  132 

Oran,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  condition  of 1907  398 

Ridgeway,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  lack  of  water,  etc 1898  75 

Shannon  City,  Bwing,  J.  K.  et  al.    of,  v.  C.    G.  W.,  condition  of  stock 

yards 1896,  61;  1901  381 

Smith.  C.  C,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  condition  of 1908  311 

Washington,  Sol  Rich  ft  Co.  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  location  of . . .  .1904  251 

Waverly,  G.  M.  Foster  of,  v.  III.  Cent,  complaint  as  to  construction.  .1905  307 
Woodward,    B.   F.    Conger   of,   v.    C,    M.    ft   St.    P.,    discrimination   in 

privileges     1894  345 

Vincent   J.  F.,  proprietor  Union  Stock  Yards,   Des  Moines,  v.   C,   R. 

I.  ft  P.,  refusal  to  deliver  cars 1896  105 

Stone    Shipments — ^regulations    concerning 1892  860 

Stopping  Fast  Trains  at  Small  Stations — see,  also.  Train  Service. 

Stopping  through  train  at  small  stations,  authority  of  state  to  require, 

opinion  of  United  States  Supreme  Court  in  Illinois  case 1903  359 

Stopping  the  running  of  trains,  power  of  the  commissioners  in,  when  road 

is   declared   unsafe ; 1892  766 

9rop-ovKR  Checks  and  Priyilegbs — see,  also.  Passenger  Fare 1892  861 
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Year 

SroppiNa  Trains  at  Platforms 1889        988 

Beck,  W.  J.  R.,  Ft  Madison,  v.  St  L.,  K.  &  N.-W.,  stopping  caboose  at 

platform     1897  89 

HlUyard,  J.  W.,  Dows,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  AN 1902         280 

McGulre,  B.  H.,  Marengo,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  refusal  to 1890         907 

Murphy,  A.  J.,  Hemdon,  v.  C,  M.  A  St  P 1902         272 

Selma,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  caboose,  liability  of  carriers 1891         776 

Stoppino  Trains  at  Raxuioad  Crossings — see  Crossing  Btops, 

BroRAaa,  XJsb  of  Cars  for  Warbhousb  Purposbs — see  Demurrage. 

Storaob,   Charobb   for — see  Baggage,  also   Demurrage. 

Bammr  Crossinos,  Blockading  of  With  Trains — see  Obetruction  of  atreeta. 

Stbbbt  Crossings,  Ebtablishmbnt  of — see  Croaainga,  Highway. 


Employment  of  Incompetent  engineers  on  C,  B.  &  Q 1887  787 

Discussion  and  effect  of 1888,  44  ;  1889  38 

Delay  of  freight  on  account  of — see  Delay  in  Transit. 

Substitutions — 

Wilson.  A.  R,  Traer,  y.  C.  it  N.-W.,  of  light  for  heavy  steer 1888  728 

Sunday  Trains — 

Discussed,   recommendatlcms   concerning,   etc 

1883,81;  1884,42;  1886,96;  1886  59 

8DPRRMB  Court  Opinion — 

Algona  Y  case,  defining  discretion  of  commissioners  in  ordering  "Y".  .1892  896 
Carpenter,  D.  J.,  Belolt  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  what  constitutes  state  com- 
merce     1892  901 

Cutler,  G.  L.,  Charlton,  under  farm  crossing 1892  889 

Fort  Dodge  v.  C,  R  I.  &  P.  et  al.,  rebuilding  of  Tara  track 1892  879 

McDonald,  Thomas,  Bayard,  under  farm  crossing  case 1892  893 

Sunny  Hill  Alliance,  Hartley,  asking  for  site  for  coal  house 1892  908 

SuPRBMB  Court,  decision  of  in  reference  to  orders  of  railroad  commission- 
ers  discussed    1892      21-89 

Decision  of.   In  Oranger  case 1878  66 

SupRSMs  Court  of  Unitb>  Statbs,  opinion  of,  applicable  to  train  service 

and  application  of  state  rates 1903  869 

Switch,  removal  of,  dtlsens  of  Henry  County,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q 1906  860 

Switch  Track — see  Bpur  Traok. 

Switch,  refusal  to  allow  use  of.  Lock,  C,  Keokuk  v.  K.  &  N.-W.,  for  load- 
ing of  ice    1902  267 

Switch,  deflnlUon  of,  what  consUtutes.1890,  901,  922  ;  1891,  792  ;  1892,768  ;  1894  310 
1907  286 

SwiTCHRs  INTBRLOCKINO— -see  luterlooklng  Sufitohes, 

Switching — 

Charges    for    1895,  217 

Legislation    recommended    1889,    88;    1891  48 

Less  rate  for  greater  numbers  of  cars  switched 1888  667 

Regulations  of  commissioners  concerning 1891  862 

Schedule  for.  In  Dubuque  case  established 1887,  749 ;  1889  1034,1036 

Complaints  Concbrning — 

Advance  Thresher  Co.  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  refusal 1891  768- 

Agar   Packing   Co.,    Des   Moines,    v.    C.    A   N.-W.,    refusal   to    switch 

car    of    hogs    1902  278 

Aultman,   C.   &  Co.,   Cedar  Rapids,  v.   C.   &  N.-W.,   refusal  and   dis- 

crlmlnaUon     1898  206 

Bannister  Broa,  Clinton,  v  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  refusal,  car  of  wheat. ..  .1891  778 

Bigelow  Bros.,   New  Hampton,   v.   C.   G.  W.,   refusal 1894  280 

Boone  Brick  Tile  ft  Paving  Co.  v.  N.  ft  N.-W 1907  236 

Campbell,  James  et  al,  Lehigh,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  charges  on  soft  coal 1906  266 

Carney,  Brands  ft  Clarke,  v.  C,  R.  L  &  P 1906  312 

Cathcart  ft  Woodruff,  Correctlonvllle,  v.  lUlonls  Central  et  al..l894,  860;  1898     81 
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Cedar  Raplda  &  Iowa  City  Ry.  &  Liffht  Co.  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  et  al.,  appli- 
cation for  order  to  compel  performances  of   1907  247 

C,  Ft.  M.  &  D.  M.  V.  St.  K,  K.  &  N.-W,  exorbitant 1894  366 

Collins  Oil  Tank  Line.  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P..  refusal 1900  120 

Conant,  Homer,   Sheldon,  v.   Illinois  Central,  et  al.,   refusal 1894  839 

Corey  Coal  Co.,   Lehigrh,  v.   Crooked  Creek 1898  16 

Rehearing      1900  13 

Council  Bluffs  Water  Works  Co.  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  excessive 1888  667 

Cunningham,  T.  A.,  Clare,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  et  al.,  excessive 1890  880 

Cunningham,  T.  A.,  Clare,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.  and  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  rehearing.  .1891  800 

Day  ft  Sons,  Minneapolis,  v.  Illinois  Central,  unreasonable  charges  for.  .1886  490 

Deaf  and  Dumb  Institute,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  excessive.  .1891  798 

Des  Moines  Linseed  Oil  Co.  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  refusal  to 1897  152 

Des  Moines  Northern  ft  Western  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to 1895  229 

Des  Moines  Oil  Tank  Co.  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal,  tank  cars 1888  827 

Des  Moines  Street  R.  R  Co.  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  exorbitant  charges,  rate 

fixed      1892  790 

Dubuque  Board  of  Trade  v.  niinois  Central,  et  al.,  refusal  to 1887  743 

Dissenting  opinion  by  Commissioner  Dey 1887  749 

Dubuque,  fuel  oil  switch  case 1889  1032 

Farmington  Coal  ft  Mining  Co.  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  charges 1894  80S 

Fehlelsen-Rosacker  lAunber  Co.,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1906  341 

Firmenich  Mfg.  Co.,  Marshalltown,  v.  Iowa  Central  and  C.  ft  N.-W., 

refusal      1890  868 

Fort  Madison  Stone  Co.  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1907  861 

Galvin  Brick  ft  Tile  Co.  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  alleged  excessive  charges 1907  244 

Gould,  B.  B.,  Goldfleld,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  failure 1888  559 

Hambleton  Milling  Co.,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  discrimination 1894  353 

HamUton  Bros.   v.   a,   R.   I.  ft  P 1907  374 

Hampton  Milling  Co.,  Hampton,  v.  Iowa  Central,  refusal. 1890  867 

Hartinger,  C.  Lk,  Garden  City,  v.  C.  ft  G.  W.,  delay  in  switching  cars.  .1906  875 

Heath,  H.  R  ft  Sons^  Ft  Dodge,  v.  Illinois  Central,  discrimination. . .  .1894  164 

Heath,  H  R  ft  Sons,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.  et  al.,  at  Sheldon.  .1897  60 

Heaton  Fuel  Co.,  Coimcil  Bluffs^  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  excessive  charges. ..  .1888  667 

Iowa  Paint  Manufacturing  Co.,  Ft.  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  excessive. . .  .1903  273 

Jones  county,  supervisors  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1888  675 

Kelley  Canning  Co.  v.  III.  Cent,  refusal  to  perform  to  industry 1907  419 

Keokuk  &  W.  v.  St  L.,  K.  ft  N.-W.  et  aL,  exorbitant  charges 1889  994 

K.  ft  W.  V.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  at  Bevington 1899  76 

Lane,  H.  D.  ft  Co.,  Tama,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  exorbitant  rate 1892  854 

Leeds  Brick  Works,  Sioux  City,  v.  111.  Cent   et  al.,  application  of  dis- 
tance  tariff   rate   for 1905  303 

Little,   E.   J.,  Lima,  Ohio,  v.  C,   M.  ft  St   P..   refusal  of  oil  at  Du- 
buque  1889,  1032,  1035 

Lutter,  Frank,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to  perform 1907  386 

Lyons  Paper  Mill  Co.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  excessive  rates  on  coal 1892  865 

Maiden,  T.  E.,  Maxison,  v.  111.  Cent,  exorbitant  charges 1881  131 

Miller,  A.  H.,  Melbourne,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to 1898  216 

Miller,  H.  J.  P.,  Coon  Rapids,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  refusal  to  place  car.  .1906  324 

Moore  ft  Woolenberg,  Arion,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  to  private  property. . .  .1906  295 

Niver  Iron  Works,  Muscatine,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N 1899  82 

Norwegian  Plow  Co.,  Dubuque,  v.  HI.  Cent,  refusal  to 1889  1037 

Oskaloosa  Water  Co.,  Oskcdoosa,  v.  Central  Iowa,  excessive  rates  for..  1886  590 

Ottumwa  Iron  Works,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  excessive  charges  on  coal....  1891  757 

Preston,  W.  A.,  Grinnell,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  refusal 1901  473 

Randall  ft  Dickey,  Des  Moines»  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  cars  of  imple- 
ments       1892  837 

Baylor  Coal  Co.  v.  N.  ft  N.-W.  at  Ames 1907  428 

Scott  B.  P.,  Goldfleld,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N..  refusal 1898  54 


INDEX.  646 

SwiTCHorfr—  Continued. 

Complaints   Concerning — Continued.                                                                     Year  Page 

Soutb  Muscatine  Lbr.  Co.  v.  Ml,  N.  A  S.,  alleged  excessive  charges. ..  .1907  41S 

Southslde  Ice  Co.,  CenterviUe,  Inquiry  ooncemlng 1898  61 

Spencer  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  v.  C,  M.  A  St.  P 1907  377 

Swesey  A  Borman,  Newell,  v.  111.  Cent,  excessive  rates 1888  539 

Talbott,  D.  H.,  Sioux  City,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  al.  excessive  charges.  .1890  884 

Thompson,  Watson,  Clinton,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to 1888  868 

Townsend,  E.,  Cedar  Falls,  v.   111.   Cent,  overcharge 1881  142 

Townsend,  J.  W.,  Keolnik,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  discrimination  In 1894  363 

Vincent  J.  F.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  I.  ft  P.,  cars  to  Union  stoclcyards 

.* 1896,     105  ;     1901  388 

Western  White  Bronze  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  refusal. ..  .1895  192 

Wisconsin,   Iowa  ft  Nebraska,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to 1884  680 

Wisconsin,    Iowa    ft    Nebraska,    v.    Iowa    Northern,    refusal    to,    and 

forward     1886  569 

Witmer  Bros.   v.   C.   ft  N.-W.,   refusal   to  perform 1907  381 

Wolff,  P.  A.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to 1893  264 

Wylie,  J.  S.,  Davenport  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  excessive  charges 1890  901,920 

TAKINO  UP  TRACK — see  Abandonment  of  Road. 
Tariffs — 

Posting   of,    legislation   recommended 1889  42 

Ruling  of  board,   concerning  posting  of i>1889       1099 

Takzff,  Orangbb — see  Chranffer  Tariff, 

Taxeb,  Taxation  and  Tax  Aid— 

Discussion  of  law  concerning 1884  82 

In  aid  of  railroads,  discussed 1884  82 

In  aid  of  railroads  to  secure  statlons-Hsee  SUitiona. 

Rich,  Geo.  L.,  Fort  Dodge  v.  Ft  Dodge  ft  Ft  Rldgley,  ajid  M.  ft  St  L.  .1883         590 

Returns  to   be   made   ralroad   commissioners 1878  88 

Taxation   of  railroad   property 1878  69 

Taxation  of  railroads,  discussed. 1886  14 

THiaaRAPB  Faciutibs — see  Station  F<icilitiea. 

Beloit  citizens  of.  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1903         307 

Donnan,  citizens  of,  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1903         316 

Wadena,  on  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1903         312 

TSLBPHONBS: 

Loveland,  Oscar  Kelsey  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  across  railroad  right  of  way..  1905         286 
Telephone   lines    crossing    railway    line,    inquiry    concerning    rights    and 

duties     1904         309 

TauBPHONB  and  Tblborafb  wires  over  railroad  tracks,  new  law  for 1907  16 

Tbrminal  Chabosb — 

Huse,  S.  E.,  Coon  Rapids,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P.,  excessive  on  short  haul 

of  coal    1887         722 

Dissenting   opinion   by   Commissioner  Dey 1887         728 

Petition  for  establishment  of  at  one  cent  per  hundred 1889       1024 

Tbrbttobt^  Division  of,  Bbtwbbn  Roads — see  Miacellaneoua ;  also  RcUea. 
Thhouoh  Bujjng — 

Davenport  shippers  of,  v.  B..  C.  R.  ft  N.    et  al..  West  Liberty 1899,  1022,  1087 

Thbouoh  Ratbs,  Pbrcbntaob  of,  allowed  to  local  lines 1893  33 

Through  Train  Sbrvicb — see  Train  Service. 
TiCKvrs — see,  also,  Paaaenger  Fares. 

Bogart  George,  Shenandoah,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  in  honoring  round  trip 

tickets 1890         939 

Bums,  Thomas,  Breda,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refund  paid  for  but  not  issued. . .  .1893         216 
Byram,  M.  W.,  Fremont  v.  Iowa  Cent,  discrimination  in  sale  of  round 

trip     1891         727 

Discrimination  in  sale  of — see  Discrimination. 

Grlsell,  A.  H.,  Menlo,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  regulations  concerning  limited..  1890         986 

35 
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TiLB  Ratbb — 066  RiUea, 

TXMB  FOR  Loading  and  UNi/>ADiNa  Cabb — see  Demurrage, 

Toll,  Bridob,  Absorption  of — see  Bridge  Toll, 

TONNAQB— 

BamlngB  on  state  and  interstate,  decrease  in  for  1894,  compared  with 

1898     1894  216 

East  and  west  compared 1878  64 

From  point  to  point  In  Iowa  as  compared  with  total  Iowa  tonna^re 1892  15,19,20 

Failure    of    companies    to    report    conmiodity 1878  61 

Failure  to  separate  for  different  states 1878  62 

In  carloads  and  less  than  carloads,*  comparative  amount  in  car 1893  33 

In  Iowa,  increcuse  of 1890,  26 ;  1891  4 

In  Iowa,  has  reached  its  maximum 1883  82 

Local  freight,  percental  of  in  Iowa 1884  81 

Percentage   of    1885  23 

Tool  Chbstb,  Mbchanics,  Transportation  of  as  Baooagb — see  Baggage. 

TOPOORAPHIOAL— Discussion  of  elevation  of  railroads 1879  59-63 

TRAOK^  Condition  of,  Bureker,  H.  T.,  Brighton,  v.  C,  It  I.  ft  P 1906  314 

Track,  Connbction,  list  of,  in  Iowa 1906  283 

Tracks,  Spurs,  Coicpulsort  Opbration  of— see  Bpur  Tracks. 
Track  Scalbs — 

Calloway,  Dr.  P.,  Atlantic,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1896  283 

Durette,  f.  H.,  Randolph,  T.  &  N.,  imperfect  condition  of .1900  210 

For  weighing  grain   and  live  stock 1896  xzxvn 

Ottumwa  Fuel  Co.,  Ottumwa,  v.  C,  R  I.  &  P.,  petition  for 1906  267 

Sanders,  W.  B.,  Rolfe,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  conditions  necesseuy  for  securing.  .1898  861 
Traffic  Pooling — see  Pooling. 
TRAINS  Blocking  Strbstb— see  Obetmoting  Streets, 

Train  Bullbtins  in  Passbngbr  Dbpot,  law  in  reference  to 1903  242 

Train  Connbction — see  Train  Service. 

Trains  Carrting  Pabbbnobrb  to  bb  Stoppbd  at  PLATFORM->-see  Stopping 

Trains  at  Platform 1889.  988,1087 

Trains,  Spbbd  of — see  Speed  of  Trains. 

Train  SBRViCB—see  Stopping  Trains  at  Platform. 

Authority  of  state  to  interfere  with  operation  of  through  interstate  pas- 
senger trains,  opinion  of  United  States  supreme  court 1008  S66 

Carriers  required  to  furnish  adequately  and  reasonable  facilities 1891  810 

Obligation  to  furnish  first-class  service  in  consideration  of  aid  received.  .1889  1007 

Restoration  of  on  branch  lines 1889  10 

Should  be  so  arranged  as  to  carry  passengers  to  principal  towns  in  fore- 
noons and  return  in  the  afternoon 1891  766,810 

Decision  of  United  States  supreme  court  with  reference  to  right  of  state 

to  interfere  with  the  running  of  through  trains 1900  889 

Discussion  of  through  passenger  and  freight  service 1898  6 

Discussion  of  stopping  fast  trains  at  small  stations 1891  6 

Operation    of   trains 1906  6 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Adel,  Mrs.  L.  F.  Orton  of,  v..  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  passenger 1906  870 

Afton,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  insufficient  mall  service  at  Talmage. .  .1896  86 
Afton  Junction,  additional  at,  Joseph  S.  Raynard.  et  al.,  Creston,  v. 

C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C.  and  C,  B.  ft  Q 1892,  779;   1893  186 

Albia,  citizens  of,  v.  Central  Iowa,  insufficient  number  of  trains 1883  686 

Alden,  F.  E.  Furrey,  v.  111.  Cent,  stopping  fast  train 1896  94 

AUerton,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  insufficient 1904  266,266 

Allison,   B.  P.  Harding,  v.  C.   G.   W.,  additional 1901  628 

Alton,  crossing,  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  St  P.,  M.  ft  0 1908  260 

Aplington,    citizens   of,    v.   Illinois   Central,   re-establishment   of   night 

service,  etc 1893,  219;  1896.  88;  1899  88 

Arcadia,  B.  J.  McDougal,  et  al.  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W,  insufficient 1884  517 

Atalissa,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  stopping  through  trains 1897  76 
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Aurora,  dtiaena  of,  by  H.  J.  Grlswold,  Wlnthrop,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  better 

mail     1894  269 

Aurora,   dtlzena  of,  y.  C.   G.  W 1900  112 

Baasett,  citlaeiui  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  flag  atop 1904  804. 

Berwick,  D.  C.  Wehda  of,  ▼.  C.  G.  W.,  stoppingr  trains 1896  180 

Benson,  Canfield,  Lee,  v.  111.   Cent 1902  275 

Brill.  C.  Lb,  ▼.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  application  for  betterment 1907  426 

Calmar,  connection  at,  E.  W.  HlUweer,  Des  Molnee,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.  .1903  800 

Cascade,  citizens  of,  V;  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  Inadequate  freight  train  service  1896  86 

Cascade,  Kean  ft  Tumis  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for  better 1906  274 

Cedar  Falls,  L.  O.  Robinson  of,  v.  C.  G.  W 1904  267 

Oenterdale,  dtsens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P. 1907  868 

Center  Point  H.  C.  Prlnty  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  additional 1892  742 

CenterviUe  and  Van  Wert  Branch  of  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  towns  along 1906  808 

Clinton,  H.  W.  Seamans  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N..  Insufficient 1890  946 

Charles  City,  train  connection  at  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  et  al 1901  481 

C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  between  Marion  and  Council  Bluifto 1908  285 

Chillicothe,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  stopping  through  train.  .1889,  1038 ;  1900,  168 

Coin,  W.  B.  Adair  of,  v.  O.  ft  St  L.,  stopping  fast  train 1898  78 

Commissioners  v.  C  G.  W.,  condition  of  tracks 1906  878 

Cone/  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  stopping  additional  trains 1889  1014 

Coming,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  stopping  trains 1891,  788  ;  1893  200 

Cummings,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  additional  train  service  1896,124 ;  1901  498 

DanyUle,  A.  J.  Lewis  of,  ▼.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  stock  train 1906  870 

Decorah,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  snow  blockades 1905  280 

Dedham,  citizens  of,  v.   C,  M.  ft  St   P.,  stopping  trains  on  signal.  .1907  425 

Defiance,  citizens  of,  et  al.,  v.  C  M.  ft  St  P.,  additional  train 1892  788 

DeKlotz,  Frank,  v.  C.  G.  W 1907  429 

Delaware,  W.  C.  Kirkhlck  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  stopping  on  flag 1906  377 

Denison,  citizens  of,  ▼.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  petition  to  stop  fast  train 1892  738 

DeSoto,  Earlham,  Dexter,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  additional 1897  91 

Dubuque,  J.  T.  Hancock  ft  Sons  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  passenger 1895  171 

Dubuque,  Ham  &  Carver  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  &  N..  mall  service ! .  .1883  721 

Durant  D.  H.  Snoke  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  insufiicient 1896  146 

Earlham,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  to  stop  additional  trains  1886  619 

East  Peru.  Green  Bros.,  et  al.,  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  insufllGlent  freight. ..  .1895  119 

Eldora.   citizens  of,   v.   Io:wa  Cent 1906  348 

Elkader,  citizens  of,   v.   C,  M.   &  St   P.,   on  branch   line 1897  97 

Elkader,  citizens  of.  v.  C.  M.  &  St  P..  restoration  of.  on  branch  line  1903  281 

Elkader,  F.  D.  Bayless  of,  v.  C,  11  ft  St  P.,  insuflldent 1888  1012 

Elkader,  D.  D.  Murphy  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  improved 1892  864 

Elliott  L.   H.   Grlfllth  of,  v.   C,   B.  ft  Q.,   petlUon  for  better  freight 

service     1905  310 

Fort  Madison  Branch  of  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  petition  for  better  service 1905  245 

Fort  Madison,  W.  J.  R  Beck  of,  v.   St  L.,  K.  ft  N.  W.,  insufficient 

1899,   79  ;   1900  151 

Fort  Madison,  W.  J.  R  Beck  of,  v  A,  T.  ft  S.  F 1901.  472  ;  1902  271 

Foster,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St. P.,  stopping  through  trains 1904  264 

Gait  dtlzens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  stopping  through  trains 1902  245 

Gladbrook,  train  connections  at 1904  296 

Greenfleld,   Orient  Bridgewater,  Fontanelle  and  Mrnwena,  citizens  of 

V.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  additional  train  service  on  branch  line ......1891  768 

Green  Mountain,  O.  N.  Hoyt  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  stopping  train  on  signal.  .1897  116 

Green,  W.  R.  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1907  441 

Hardy,  Becker  ft  Cheever  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N 1900  111 

Harlan,  W.  J.  Davis  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  withdrawal  of,  on  branch 

line 1889  1008 

HaverfaUl,    dtlzens    of,    v.    C,    M.    ft    St    P 1907  440 

Hickory,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,   flag  station 1904  271 
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Hlllsboro,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  Fort  Madlaon  Branch 1905  245 

HlUsboro,  J.  W.  Blackford  of,  v,  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  822 

Hlllsboro,  et  al.  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  Ft  Madison  branch 1907  S66 

Hogper,    citizens   of,    C,    St    P.,    M.    ft   O.,    petition    for   nlffht    train 

service    1896  46 

Indianola,  M.  A.  Dashlell  et  ai.,  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1892  859 

Independence,   Jones,   C.   D.  of.  v.   C,  R.   I.   ft  P.,  and  111.   Cent,   in- 
sufficient      1894  301 

Iowa  Central,   track  connection  on 1901  502 

Iowa  City,  F.  L.  Kenyon  et  al.  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N 1883  675 

Iowa  City,  Geo.  Hummer  Mercantile  Co.  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  insufficient 

1894  316 

James,  W.  F.  Knowles  of,  v.  C,  St  P.,  M.  ft  O.,  peUtion  for  local 1893  138 

Kalo  Junction,  D.  J.  Johnson,  et  al.,  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  resumption  of.  .1902  256 

Keosauqua,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for 1890  875 

Keosauqua,  et  al.,  citizens,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  additional 

trains      1906  296 

Keota,  Stewart  Bros,  and  Stcunp  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  trains  for  stock 

shipments     1906  262 

Knlffln,  ti&g  stop  at  J.  W.  Kincade,  Sewal,  v.  C.  R.  I.  &  P 1906  310 

LaPorte,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  326 

Latty,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  passenger  train 1887  688 

Latty,  E.  T.  Jackson  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  fla^  stop 1904  291 

Lehigh,  citizens  of,  v.  M.  C  ft  Ft  D.,  restoration  of 1902  229 

LeMars  and  Sioux  City,  W.  F.  Knowles,  James,  v.  111.  Cent  et  al 1886  572 

Letts,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  asking  that  through  trains  stop  on 

signal    1903  293 

Lisbon,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  flag  stop 1904  313 

Lisbon,  W.  S.  Furnas  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  stopping  through  trains 1903  268 

Low  Moor,  Geo.  F.  White  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  additional 1889  1087 

McCready,  R.  T.  et  al.,  v.  111.  Cent 1907  438 

McGregor, 'service  from,  Wm.  B.  Wlehe,  Lansing  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1886  508 

Macedonia,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  account  of  mail 1902  258 

Maloy,  J.  J.  Condon  of,  v.  C.    G.  W.,  petition  to  stop 1906  263 

Marcus,  M.  Y.  Ames  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  time  of  stock  into  Chicago 1906  277 

Marengo,  C.  M.  Beem,  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  385 

Marble  Rock,  F.  E.  Gates,  mayor  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  stopping  train  at 

small   station    1898  96 

Masonvllle,  J.  W.  Turley  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  stopping  through  train 1898  45 

McCallsburg,  John  P.  Sunde  et  al.  of,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  branch  line  train 

service    1896  49 

Mechanicsvllle,  H.  F.  CoUver  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W. 1902  281 

Medlapolis,  J.  H.  Scott  of,  v.  B.  ft  N.-W.,  passenger  train 1892  849 

Meltzen,  Albert  C,  et  al.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1907  420 

Metcalfe,  J.  A-.  v.  C  ft  N.-W. 1907  400 

Miller,  M.  T.,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  Des  Moines  to  Osceola 1907  408 

Milo,  Lacona,  Ackworth,  Charlton  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1896  164 

Moscow,  Frank  Lelmkuehler  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  additional  trains 1893  217 

Moscow,  F.  Lelmkuehler,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  stopping  train  on  flag  signal.  1901  261 

Mt  Ayr  and  citizens  of  Ringgold  County  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  Inadequate. . .  .1889  1004 

Dissenting  opinion  of  Commissioner  Dey 1889  1008 

Mt  Ayr,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  letter  from  attorney-general  concern- 
ing       1898  242 

Neola,  T.  W.  Kelley  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  stock  trains 1906  267 

Numa  ft  CentervlUe,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  additional 1891  761 

Oak  Grove,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  refusal  to  stop  trains 1900  182 

Osage,  Frank  Forbes  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  al.,  train  connections.  ...1888  684 

Osceola,  Frank  Whltmore  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  insufficient  passenger. ..  .1887  708 
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Ottosen,  C.  et  al.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P 1907  899 

Ottumwa,  E.  M.  Jenlson  of,  v.  Wabash  et  al.,  between  Ottumwa  and 

Des  SAolnes    1895  180 

Oxford,  B.  A.  Doty  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  It  I.  &  P 1906  826 

Panama  &  Persia  et  al.,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  3t  P.,  additional. ..  .1892  788 

Persia,  citizens  of  et  al.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  additional. ..  .1892,  783;  1905  270 

Pleasanton,  citizens  of,  v.  D.  M.  &  K.  C.  additional 1893  139 

Pocahontas,    citizens    of,    et  al.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  on  Gowrie-Sibley 

branch    1903  309 

Preston,  insufficient  at,  Jas.  Conger,  Des  Moines  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P....  1899  118 

Ralston,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  stopping  through  trains 1903  328 

Rhodes,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  flag  stop 1905  287 

Richards,  A.  C.  McGonegle  of,  v.  Hi.  Central,  stopping  on  signal 1904  279 

Rlnard,  citizens  of,  v.  C.    G.  W. 1906  891 

Ringgold,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  inadequate 1889  1004 

Rockwell,  N.  Densmore  of,  v.  Cent  Iowa,  failure  to  stop  at  stations, 

etc     1882  629 

Rudd,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  stopping  fast  trains,  1894,  177 ;  re- 
hearing      1896  115 

Sabula,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  flag  stop 1904  803 

SSEUidusky,  citizens  of,  v.  St  L.,  K  ft  N.-W.,  stopping  fast  train 1894  266 

Santiago  and  Berwick,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C,  additional. ..  .1892  787 

Seymour,  citizens  of,  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  stopping  night  trains 1903  243 

Seymour,  A.  L.  Haines  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P. 1902  256 

Shannon  City,  J.  K.  E}wlng  et  al.  of,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  stopping  fast  train.  .1896  60 
Sheldahl,  connection  at,  B.  F.  W.  Crozier,  Indianola,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W. 

Shellsburg,  citizens  of,  v.  C.»  R.  I.  ft  P.,  stopping  train  on  signal 1906  260 

et   aL    1887  727 

Sidney,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  for  stock  shipment 1903  287 

Sidney,  F.  Brandon  of,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q 1906  818 

Sioux  City  and  Pacific  railroad,  train  service 1901  462 

Sloan,  citizens  of,  v.  S.  C.  ft  P.,  additional 1889  1072 

Sperry,  on  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  flag  stop 1904  291 

Stanley,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  additional 1901  626 

Starrett  Chas.  et  aL,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  at  Amboy 1907  418 

Strahan,  citizens  of,  v.  O.  ft  St  Ii.,  stopping  fast  train  at 1899  78 

Sully,  citizens  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  insufficient 1903  286 

Swan,  O.  B.  Shack  of.  ▼.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  320 

Talmage,  citizens  of,  v.  C.    O.  W.,  insufficient  mail  service 1896  36 

Templeton,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  stopping  train  on  signal. . .  .1903  329 

Templeton,  F  .M.  Wilson  of,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P. 1906  318 

Templeton,  F.  M.  Wilson  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1898,  243  1894  179 

Thayer,  Wm.  dinger  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  additional 1894  266 

Thayer,  A.  T.  Burrows,  Afton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1906  331 

Tlflln  and  sixteen  other  cities  and  towns  on  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  aditional. .  .1891  808 
Titonka,   citizens   of,   v.   C,   R.   I.   ft  P.,   petition  for  maintenance   of 

scheduled  time   1905  261 

Trout  C.  Li.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  at  Amboy   1907  413 

Turkey  River  Branch,  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1898  20 

Udell,  C.  A.  Homaday  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  stopping  through  trains 1903  289 

Ventura,  W.  H.  Bromley  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  petition  to  stop  fast 

train    1906  260 

Vinton,  J.  F.  Allen  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for  additional 1889  1081 

Vinton,  Geo.  Falkenharoer  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N 1898  66 

Vinton,  Cunningham,  T.  C.  et  al.  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  request  for 

through  freight  service 1900  211 

Volga  Branch,  C,  M.  ft  St.  P 1898,  20  ;  1900  106 

Waterloo,  train  connections  at 1899  76 
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Waterloo,  connections  at  between  C.    G.  W.  ft  C.»  R.  I.  ft  P 1906  899 

Wall  Lake  and  Mondamln   Branch,   C  ft  N.-W.,   complaint  of  Will 

Whiting    190S  S2« 

Waukon,  dtlsens  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  additional 1892  788 

Waukon,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  branch  line  service 1903  879 

Westfleld,  C.  F.  Mohr  et  aL  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  freight  carried  by 

staUon     1906  266 

Westgate,  R.  B.  Robinson  of,  v.  C.   O.  W.  stopping  fast  train 1896  88 

West  Branch,  C.  H.  Wickersham  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1904  867 

West  Union,  citizens  of  et  aL,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  on  Volga  Branch. . .  .1900  106 

Whiting,  city  of,  v.  S.  C  ft  P.,  stopping  fast  train 1896  43 

WhltlnfiT.  W.  a  Whiting  of,  v.  &  C.  ft  P.,  stopping  trains 1896  89 

Wlnterset  A.  B.  Shrlver  et  al.  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  petition  for  better 

service    1906  866 

Wlota,  IC.  R  DeBusk  of,  mail  service 1899  94 

Woodbum,  dtiaens  of,  v.  C  B.  ft  Q.,  discrimination  In 1902**  228 

Wyoming,  J.  W.  Klrkpatrlck  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  carrying  passengers  in 

freight  trains 1897  161 

Torkdilre,  citizens  of  et  al.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  additional 1892  788 

Torkahlreb  dtlsens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1907  886 

TRAMPS    1878  46 

Tramsfrr  Points,  list  of  In  Iowa 1906  219,238 

Transfrr  Tracks  and  Transfrr  Fagilitibs^  Chabgbb^  Btc. — see,  also,  Y. 

Bairgage,  passenger  or  freight  discussion  of  law  concerning 1884  78-79 

Beard,  J.  R.,  Otto,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.  et  al.,  failure  to  transfer  at  Y 1903  209 

Fogg,  J.  Lelaad,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C,  11  ft  St  P.,  et  al..  charges 1892  846 

Fayette  county,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  at  Donnan  Jimctlon 1887  706 

Harris  ft  Cole  Bros.,  Cedar  Falls,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  HI.  Cent,  C,  B.  &  Q., 
C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C.  and  H.  ft  S.,  petition  for  tranfer  for  less  than  carload 

of  freight  In  O'Brien  county,  near  Afton,  and  in  Ringgold  county 1889  998 

Kendlg,  A.  J.,  Shannon  City,  v.  W.  F.  &  Co.,  refusal  to  transfer  express 

at  Afton  Junction   1900  166 

Ideser,  L  BL,  Abbott  v.  B.,  C.  R.  ft  N.,  failure  to  furnish 1880  186 

Llnby,  Dudgeon  &  Oambell  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1904  272 

Louden  Machinery  Company,  Fairfield,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  C.  G.  W.,  at 

Afton     1898  167 

Miller,  Jay  D.,  Ida  Grove,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.  et  al.,  petition  for  crossing.  .1887  766 

Nelson,  Oley,  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  at  Sheldahl 1883  686 

Preston,  O.  S.,  Indianola,  y.  U.  S.  Express 1906  866 

Reynard,  J.  S.,  Creston,  y.  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  C.   G.  W.,  at  Afton  Junction.  .1893  136 
Rodlfer,  J.  W.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  protest  against  requiring 

transfer  of  coal  at  Junction 1879  88 

Temple,  W.  R  Co.  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for 1907  248 

Waldo  ft  Thomley,  Woodward,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  et  al.,  at  Junction 1897  122 

TRANSPORTATION  FACIL2TIBB  FOR  CoAL — See,  also.  Failure  to  Furnish  Cora. 
Transporting  Frbioht — see  Refusal  to  Receive  and  Forward  Freight. 

TRANSPORTATION  Frrr  FOR  CoMMissiONBBS  AND  Srcrrtart — see,  also,  I«atoa.JjB78  88 
Travrling  Mrn'8  Sampib  Cabrs — see  Baggage.                                               "^ 

Tbrspabbing  on  Tracks,  Dangbr  of 1891  841 


GllUs,  Jeb.  R,  Mt  Pleasant,  v.  St  L.,  K.  ft  N.-W.,  location  of  ditch 1901         471 

Tugkrr,  Horagr,  G.  F.  a.,  m.  Cent,  on  reduction  of  Iowa  com  rates 1886         621 
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I  T  NDERCROSSINa--Bee  crosBinff. 

^     Uniformitt  of  Railboad  AoooT7NT»-HMe  AootnmU. 

UlNIlORM  CXJOISIFXCATION^  dlacuBfled , 1887  48 

Union  Dipots — see,  alaOp  BtatiouB  and  Joint  StatUm: 

At  Junction  polntSp  discussed  and  recommended 1884,      42  78»88 

Discussion  of,  by  Ia  S.  Coffin 1888  89 

Ldabllitles  of  companies  using  same 1884  88 

Legislation  recommended    1889,  40 ;  1891  44 

Complaints  Concerning — 
Adams  county,  cltliens  of,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C.  et  al.,  petition  near 

Afton     1888  747 

Camfortli.  on  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  R.  I.  ft  P. 1908  278 

Council  Bluffs,  city  of,  v.  all  entering  railways,  petition  for 1898  809 

Council  Bluffs,  dtlsens  of,  various  lines,  petition  for 1886  570 

Des  Moines,  unsafe  condition  of 1898  11 

Harrison  Twp.,  Mahaska  county,  dtlsens  of,  v.  B.  ft  W.  and  C  ft  N.-W. 

petition 1887  764 

Keokuk,  city  of,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.  et  aL,  petition  for 1886  612 

Dissenting  opinion  by  Commissioner  Coffin 1886  617 

liSdyard,  v.  B.,  a  R  ft  N.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 1898  88 

Malvern,  crossing  of,  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  O.  ft  St  L 1900  184 

Morning  Sun,  dtlsens  ot  ▼•  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.  et  aL,  petition  for 1888  726 

Ottumwa  case    1887  699 

Wheatland  case   1887  766 

UNION  Stock  Yabda,  receipts  of  cattle  and  hogs  at  in  1904 1904  287 

Unit  or  Ratbb,  the  car  load — see,  also.  Car  Loads  Rates 1880  182 

Unjust  DiscmifiNATioN — see  Disorimination. 

UNsAiv  CoNDRiON  OF  BRiDoa--Bee  Bridges,  Unsafe  Condition  of, 

Unsafb  Condition  of  Road— 

Barnes,  A.  R,  Albla,  y.  Albia  ft  Cent 1898  789 

Brlstow,  dtlsens  of,  v.  C.   O.  W.,  of  Sumner  ft  Hampton  braaob 1892  764 

Cochran,  M.,  Oasis,  v.  B.,  C  R  &  N.,  bridge 1881  184 

Bdwards,  N.  W.,  Moulton,  y.  St  L.,  K.  C.  ft  N 1880  84 

IBmployes,  committee  of,  y.  O.  ft  St  L 1892  788 

Hotchkiss,  A.  C,  Adel,  y.  D.  M.,  N  ft  W 1892  848 

Kasson,  U  J.,  Des  Moines,  y.  Iowa  Cent 1886  688 

Sumner  ft  Hampton,  branch  on  C  O.  W 1892  884 


V 


Actual  present  cash,  of  road  and  equipment  letters  oonoemlng 1*87  181-147 

liStters  of  W.  O.  Purdy,  Ylce  president  C,  R  !•  ft  P.*  and  discussion. . .  .1888  41-44,48 

Present  cash,  of  railroad  property 1888        661 

Of  railroads  as  compared  with  other  property 1878  66 


City  coundl,  by  laws  of  Iowa,  glYsn  full  control  and  jurisdiction  oyer 

the  streets,  alleys  and  public  grounds  of  the  dty 1898  168 

Sioux  City,  city  of,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  al 1906  288 

Commissioners  have  no  authority  to  order  where  no  street  exists 1892  777 

Condition  of,  in  Yarious  cities 1894  160 

Expense  not  a  factor  in  protecting  life  at  crossing 1886  666 

Inquiry  by  Blnford  ft  Blnford,  Marshalltown 1897  104 

Jurisdiction  of  commissioners  over,  appellate  or  superylsory  In  Its  na^ 

ture    1898  168 

Objections  of  abutting  property  owners  rdatlYdy  unimportant  as  bear- 
ing upon  the  public  safety  and  convenience 1898  168 

Plans  for  construction  must  provide  for  dosing  street  over  railroad.  .1894  168 

Rights  of  public  to  viaduct  expense  not  to  be  considered 1886  666 
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Year 
Viaducts— Continued. 

Complaints  Concerning — 

Cedar  Rapids,  city  ofp  y.  B.,  C.  R.  &  N.  et  al,  petition  for,  across 

Avenue    A    1888 

Cedar  Rapids,  city  of,  v.  various  railways,  petition  for. ..  .1891,  800;  1901 

Davenport,  Carles  Francis,  engineer,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  petition  for....  189 4 

Davenport,  city  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P 1899 

DeLay,  Thos.  S.,  Creston,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  application  for  withdrawn.  .1907 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  in  matter  of,  on  Ninth  street.  .1888,  736 ;  1898, 149 ;  1894 

Des  Moines,  in  matter  of,  on  Seventh  street 1888 

Des  Moines,  plans  for,  on  Seventh  street,  approved 1889 

Des  Moines,  on  Eighteenth  street 1903 

Des  Moines,  on  West  Seventh  street,  decision  of  Board 1906 

Dubuque,  city  of,  v.  C.    G.  W.,  reconstruction  of 1905 

Fort  Dodge,  city  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.  and  M.  &  St.  L.,  petition  for. . . . 

1892.  802 :   1900 

Fort  Dodge,  H.  M.  Griffin  et  al..  v.  M.  C.  &  Ft  D 1904 

Ft  Dodge,  city  of,  v.  111.  Cent  et  al.,  application  for 1907 

McGregor,  city  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  over-crossing  on  highway 1889 

Marshalltown,  city  of,  v.  C.  &  N.-W 1907 

Mason  City,  dty  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  condition  of 1903 

Neola,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  P.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for 1892 

Oelwein,  city  of,  v,  C.   G.  W.,  condition  of 1899,  81 ;  1903,  271 ;  1906 

Oskaloosa,  city  of,  v.  C.  R  I.  &  P.,  petition  for 1892 

Oskaloosa,  city  of,  v.  Iowa  Central,  petition  for 1900 

Slgoumey,  Gambell,  W.  C,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  condition  of 1903 

Sioux  City,  city  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.  et  al 1905 

Sioux  City,  city  of,  v.  Ry.  Co's  application  for  on  Wall  street 1907 

Walnut  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P..  petition  for  over-head  crossing.  .1889 

VxoiiATiON  OF  C02^RACT — sce  Cofttroct. 

WAREHOUSE  SITES— see  BUea. 
Wabbhousbs,  Public  should  be  established 1895 

Wabbhousb^  Usb  or  Cabs  Fob — see  Demurrage. 

Wabming   CAB8->-Discu88ion  of 1887,  56  ;  1890,  6  ;  1898 

Wab  Ratbs — see  Rate  Wara. 

Watmr,  OvBBiTiOW,  Dbaznagb,  BACK  Watbb^  Btc. — see  Overflow  Drainage. 

Watbb  Fob  Live  Stock:     Wlckersham,  T.  G.,   Capron,  v.   C.    Q.  W.,  de- 
priving use   of 1901 

Watbb  Routbb  for  east  bound  freights,  effects  on  rates 1879 

Watbrbd  Stock — see,  also.  Capitalization  and  Stock  Watering. 

Discussion    of    1881,  83  ;  1883,  29  ;  1886,  55  ;  1887  51 

Earnings  of,  1874  to  1888 1891 

Increase  of,  by  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1880 

Increase  of,  by  C,  B.  ft  Q 1880 

Legislative  control   in  issuance  of 1880 

Watbbwat,  Obstbuction  of — see  Drainage. 

Watt,  Jambs,  letter  of,  on  maintenance  of  carload  rates 1885 

Wbxorimo  Association,  Wbbtbbn,  rules  to  govern  shipments 1895 

Wbigrino   Facilitibs:     Crltchlow   ft   Parker,    Stilwell,   v.    Iowa   Cent,   at 
Monroe    1906 

Wbiohing  of  Coal,  Nagle  ft  Son,  Red  Oak.  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 1904 

Wbiohts,  Estimated — see  Minimum  Weights. 

Whitebn  Tbunk  Linbs  Rulbb  CiBcuukB,  application  to  Iowa  shipments.  .1907 

Whistling  at  Highway  Cbossikg — see  Stock  Killed,  Crossing,  Highway. 

Wholbsalb  and  Rbtail  Ratbs — see,   also,    Carload  Rates 1880 

Wbolbsalb  Houses,  Numbbb  in  Iowa — see  /obfrsra. 

WiGKBB,  H.  C,  traffic  manager  C.  ft  N.-W.,  on  reduction  of  Iowa  com  rates.  1886 

Wibbs  Cbobsing  Railboads;  Reuke,  H.  H.,  Rlppey,  Inquiry  concerning. ..  .1906 

Law  regulating  stringing  of. 1907 

New  law  concerning  1907 

Wbbcks,  discussion  of 1906 
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Tear  Page 

Y  TRACKS— 

Discussion  and  legislation  recommended 1S89  40 

Laws  concerning,  Imperative  and  compulsory 1882,  429  ;  1887  754 

Legislation  reconunended    « 1891  44 

Will  not  be  ordered  unless  required  for  commercial  reasons 1893  171 

Gomplalnts  Concerning — 

Adams  county,  dtlsens  of,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  petition  for,  near  Afton. . .  .1888  747 

Algona.  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  it  St  P.,  petition  for 1889,  1066, 1068 

Algona,  cltlaens  of,  v.  G.  A  N.-W.  et  al.,  petition  for 1890,  843  ;  1900  166 

Atwood,  What  Cheer  Stove  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  et  al,  petition  for. . .  .1897  139 

Bevlngton,  D.  M.  ft  K.  C.  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 1897.  26 

Billings,  EL  Ogden,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  at  Ogden 1882  666 

Boone  Brick,  Tile  ft  Paving  Co.,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al.,  transfer 

track     1906  878 

Boone  Cereal  Co.,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  others,  application  for. ..  .1906  294 

Brown,  M.  C,  et  al.,  Waterloo,  v.  C.   O.  W.  et  aL 1897  80 

Budd,  H.  J.,  Knoxville,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  transfer  tra,ck.  .1884  680 

Burt,  C.  J.,  Dubuque,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  at  Clinton. . .  .1888  639 

Camforth.  What  Cheer  Stove  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  et  al 1897  189 

Central  Iowa  Coal  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  D.  M.  ft  Ft  D.  et  al,  petition  for.  1884  614 

Cox  ft  Kirker,  Deep  River,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  at  crossing.  1884  691 

Diagonal,  dtlsens  of,  v.  C,  St  P.  ft  K.  C.  and  H.  ft  S.,  petition  for. . .  .1889  1083 

Fayette  county,  dtlsens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  al.,  at  Donnan  Junction.  1887  706 
Qeddlngs,  C.  S.,  Kelley,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  transfer  cars  at  Shel- 

dahl    1886  630 

Hanna,   J.  Q.,  Gk>ldfleld,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 1882  422 

Henry,  W.  G.  et  al.,  Bmmetsburg,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  .1882  628 

Laurence,  C.  S.,  Manning,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 1886  666 

Lehigh,  Samuel  McClure,  v.  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.  et  al 1897  36 

Lleser,  L  M,  Abbott,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  petition  for 1880  136 

Lieser  et  aL,  Abbott  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.  and  Central  Iowa,  for  establish- 
ing of   1882  438 

LohrviUe,  Patten,  M.  T.  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for. ..  .1896,  26 ;  1897  19 

McCoy,  H.  C,  Algona,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W.,  at  crossing.  .1886  648 

Miller,  J.  D.,  Ida  Grove,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  et  al.,  petition  for 1887  766 

Osslan,  citizens  of,  v.  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.  and  C,  IS.  ft  St  P.,  petition  for. . .  .1892  768 
Richardson,  G.  H.,  Belmond,  v.  Central  Iowa  and  B.,  C.  R  ft  N.,  at 

crossing     1884  679 

Robinson,  C  W.,  Dubuque,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  m.  Cent,  at  Webster 

City    1882  639 

Rock  Rapids,  dtlsens  of,  v.  IlL  Cent  et  al.,  for  transfer  track.  1892,782  ;1904  306 

Seymour,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.  et  al..  for  transfer  track 1892  738 

Shannon  City,  citizens  of,  v.  C.   G.  W.  et  aL 1896  38 

Smith,  R.  H.,  Holsteln,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al.,  at  CorrectlonvUle 1888  688 

Sutherland  ft  Paulllna,  dtizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W..  et  al....l887,  764;  1888  746 
Talmage,  dtizens  of,  v.  C  B.  ft  Q.  and  C.   G.  W.,  petition  for  transfer 

Temple,  W.  R  Co.,  Denison,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for 1907  248 

track    1905  249 

Waterloo,  The  Fowler  Co.,  of,  et  al.,  v.  C.    G.  W.  et  al.,  petition  for 

1900,80;  1901  174 

Tabo8«  Railroad  :  Fern  Broa,  Salem,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  condition  of 1906  346 

TouNO  Mbn'b  Chbibtzan  A880CIATI0M  Sbcbbtabus,  reduced  rates  for 1892  864 
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ONS  rates  on  coal    1906        807 
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ABANDONMENT: 
Wagner,  Geo.  BL,  v.  Iowa  Central,  of  Faulkner  etatien 424 

AociDnNTS  and  wrecks,  new  law  oonoeming 0 

AccjDMSTS  and  wrecks,  fonns  for  reporting  same 7-10 

AociDBNTB  to  persons  in  Iowa,  1878  to  1907 14 

AociDaNTS  to  persons  in  Iowa,  steam  roads,  1907,  table  of 184-185 

AociDirNTS  to  persons  in  Iowa,  electric  roads,  1097,  table  ef 168 

Afton  JuMcrxoN,  Henry  Paine,  Decorah,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  et'aL,  depot  service.  880 
AhijStrand,  a.  N.,  Qowrie,  v.  G.  ft  N.-W.,  private  drainage  throng  right 

of    way    889 

Akbon,  Farmers'  Elevatir  Co.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  elevator  site A88 

AXAU.  ft  CBNTBRVfLLB  Rt.  Co.,  mileage  officers  anl  directors  of 201 

AI.LBN,  S.  C,  Laurens,  v.  C.,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 409 

Aiaov,  F.  M.  Slagle  ft  Co.,  v.  G.  ft  N.-W.,  discriminatfon  in  rates 868 

Ax«voBD,  H.  D.,  Fort  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St  lb,  farm  crossing 487 

Ambot,  Ghas.  Starrett,  et  al,.  v.  C,  R.  I  ft  P.,  train  service 418 

AXBNDMSNTS  to  lowa  Classiflcation  No.  18,  statement  concerning 10 

AmMDMSNT  No.  4  to  Iowa  Classiflcation  No.  18 266 

AiaNDifSKT  No.  6  to  Iowa  Classiflcation  No.  18 202 

Amsndmbnt  No.  6  to  Iowa  Classiflcatien  No.  18 202 

AiONDMSNT  No.  7  to  lowa  Classiflcation  No.  18 808 

AiONDifaKT  No.  8  to  Iowa  Classiflcation  Na  18 208 

AiONDifaKT  No.  9  to  Iowa  Classiflcation  No.  18 208-271 

Ambs  ft  CoLLBOS  Rt.  Cq.,  ofllcers,  mileage  and  directors  of 169 

Ambs,  M.  Y.,  Marcus,  v.  111.  Cent,  condition  of  caboose 489 

Ambs,  Saylor  Goal  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  N.  ft  N.-W.,  switching  charges 428 

Ambs,  F.  A.  Spence,  v.  American  Bxprees  Co.,  express  rates 422 

Akamoba,  F.  H.  Pickworth,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  overcharge — ^interstate 418 

ANDBRSON  ft  MoBN,  Esthervllle,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. ...  408 

ANKBNT,  Interlocker  at 429 

Ankbnt,  W.  N.  Toders,  v.  C  Q.  W.,  overhead  highway  crossing 414 

APiiiNOTON,  H.  Dreyer,  Jr.,  v.  HI.  Cent,  failure  to  furnish  cars 892 

Arion  Mill  Co.,  Arion,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  petition  for  industry  track 415 

Arion,  R  a.  Talcott  V.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  shortage  of  cars • 420 

Abmstrono,  Farmers'  Co-Operative  Co.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish 

cars    409 

Abmstbomo,  B.  F.  Robinson,  y.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  fUlure  to  fdmidi  cars 890 

Abmold«  J.  W.,  Cummlngs,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  ri^^t  of  way  fence 444 

Absbtb  and  Liabilities   82-86 

Absbts,  comparative  general  balance  sheet  of,  aiectric  lines 158-164 

Atchison,  Topbka  ft  Santa  FB  Rt.  Co.,  mileage,  ofllcers  and  directors  of.  100-108 

Audubon,  W.  R.  Green,  et  aL,  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  train  service 441 

AuLTMAN  Bnoinb  ft  Thbbsbbr  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,   Classiflcation  on  en- 
gines returned 416 

AuBBLXA,  Farmers  mevator  Co.,  v.  m.  Cent,  Slevator  site 408 

Automatic  Couplers  and  train  brakes,  number  of  cars  equippsd  with 18 

AVBET,  Citisens  of,  v.  G.,  R  ft  Q.,  overcharge 447' 

Atoca,  Albert  C.  Meitsen,  et  al.,  ▼.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  train  service. . » 420 
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BADGER,  Farmers  Elevator  Co.,  v.  M.  &  St.  L.,  failure  to  fumleh  cars.   441 
Badqvr,  Farmers  Elevator  Co.,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  failure  to  furnish  cars.   419 

Badobh,  Farmers  Elevator  Co.,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  site  for  coal  sheds 482 

BAtm  &  Son,  Stockton,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  overcharge  and  loss  In  transit 420 

Balobman,  F.  J.,  West  Bend,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  f^ure  to  furnish  cars S78 

Battle  Crbbk,  Brueck,  C.  F.,  v.  C,  St  P.  M.  ft  O.,  loss  in  transit 418 

Battlb  Crbbk,  Campbell,  E.  H.,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  overcharge 420 

Battlb  Crebk^  Wheeler,  J.  G.,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  overcharge 417 

Baxtbr,  Hager  Bros.,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  farm  crossing 877 

Bbatricb  Crxambrt  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  delay  in  transit 429 

BSGK  Grain  Co.,  Fremont,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 884 

BscKMAN,  G.,  Hull,  V.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 899 

Bbogs,  Thos.  H.,  et  al.,  Kanawha,  v.  Iowa  Cent.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. . .   894 

Bblmond,  S.  N.  Hinman,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  dangerous  crossing 866 

BiLLiNOB,  J.  Ii.,  Olivet,  V.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  maintenance  of  station 486 

BiBCHABo,  R.  C,  Kellogg,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  condition  of  depot  platform....  407 

Blakbsbubo,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  telephone  service 888 

BTiWAKTiBT,  W.  A.  Grant  Center,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. . .   896 
Block,  W.  G.,  Co.,  Muscatine,  v.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  application  of  local  rate 

on  through  shipmeot ••••• 437 

BOABD  or  Control  of  Statb  Institutions,  v.  IlL  Cent,  failure  to  furnish 

cars    443 

BOABD  or  Railroad  Commibsionbbs  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. .  884 
BOABo  or  Railboad  Commissionbrs  v.  Wabash,  et  al.,  depot  service,  sanita- 
tion, etc 881 

BOLAK,  Ed.  Schaub,  v.  C  G.  W.,  location  of  scales   880 

BooNB,  BRICK,  TiLB  ft  Paving  Co.,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  et  aL,  switching  charge. .  286 

BOONB,  L.  ft  H.  Goeppinger,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  delay  in  transit 411 

BooNB,   interlocker   at    262 

BOONS  SUBBtntBAN  Railwat  Co.,  oflUcers  and  directors 217 

BOBisCH,  Martin,  Marshalltown,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  right  of  way  fence 488 

BOTLAN,  Thos  H.,  appointed  derk  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 14 

Bbidqbb,  Iowa,  number  of 98-99 

Bbiohton,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  highway  crossing 374 

Brill,  C.  L.,  Emerson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  train  service 426 

Brockwat,  C.  B.,  Matlock,  v.  111.  Cent,  elevator  site 371 

Brown  BROb.,  CrawfordsviUe,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  industry  track 874 

Brown,  W.  S.,  Manson,  v.  111.  Cent,  loss  in  transit 363 

Brubck,  C.  F.,  Battle  Creek,  v.  C,  St  P.  M.  ft  O.,  loss  in  transit 418 

Buchanan,  G.  W.,  Walters,  v.  C.,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  telegraph  facilities 368 

Buck,  A.  E.,  Harris,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 446 

Buck,  C.  C,  Ware,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 381 

BuBBKBNS  Mro.  Co.,  Pella,  v.  Wabash,  failure  to  furnish  cars 412 

BiTrrALO  Cbntbr,  F.  S.  Livermore,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars  397 
Burt  Farmbrs  Exchanob  Co.,  Burt,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  fUlure  to  furnish  cars. .  406 

CABOOSES,  sanitary  condition  of,  M.  Y.  Ames,  Marcus,  v.  111.  Cent....   489 
Caldwell,  C.  A.,  Onawa,  v.  C.  &  N.  W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 887 

Cambridob,  Frank  Lutter,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to  switch 886 

CAMBRmaBi,  C.  A.  Richardson,  v.  N.  ft  N.-W.,  farm  crossing 887 

Campbbll,  E.  H.,  Battle  Creek,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  overcharge 420 

Campbbll,  Frank  T.,  Railroad  Commissioner,  statement  In  memorlam 3 

Campbbll,  Guy  R.,  Emmetsburg,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  overcharge... 480 

CANriBLD  LuMBBR  Co.,  Watsrloo,  V.  C.  G.  W.,  sidetrack  facilities  at  Dun- 

kerton    440 

Canton,  Llman  B.  Parshall,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  overcharge  on  ticket 888 

Canton,  Mra  O.  P.  Shermerhom,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  loss  in  transit 880 

Capital   Stock,    table   of 28-26 

Capital  Stock  and  Funded  Debt,  Electric  lines 147-148 

Cabuslb,  R.  L.  McCaughan,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  kicking  cars  at  street  crossing.  446 
Carntorxh,  interlocker  at   849 
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Cass,  Number  of,   1878  to  1907 18 

Cabs,  dtotrlbutton-  of :  •  - 

Mendota  Coal  Co.,  Mendota^  v.  C,  B.  &  Q 383 

Thistle  Coal  Co.,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q 382 

Western   Elevator   Co.,    Winona 392 

Cabs,  equipped  with  power  or  train  brakes,  1878  to  1907 13 

Cabs«  equipped  with  with  automatic  couplers  1878  to  1907 13 

Cabs,  Shortage  of — see  Failure  to  Furnish  Cars: 

Cabson,  R  W.  Roe,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  overcharge  on  passenger  fare.' 441 

Casbb  closed  by  correspondence 351 

Cattlb-ouabds,  Iowa    98 

Cattui-pass, — see  Crossings,  Farm: 

Cbdar  RAPros,  Aultman,  Engine  A  Thresher  Co.,   classification  on  engines 

returned    415 

Cbdab  Rapids,  W.  L.  DeClow,  v.  Iowa  Central,  failure  to  furnish  cars 411 

Cbdab  RAPms,  Hamilton  Bros.,  v.  C,  R.- 1,  ft  P.,  switching  charges 374 

Cedab  Rapids,  Hog  Saver  Co.,  classification  on  poultry  roosts,  etc 406 

Cedar  Rapids  ft  Iowa  Cxtt  Rt.  ft  liiOHT  Co.,  v.   C,   R.   I.   ft  P.,   et  al, 

switching 247 

Cbdab  Rapids  ft  Iowa  Citt  Rt.  ft  XjIOHT  Co.,  officers  and  directors  of 218 

Cbdab  Rapids  ft  Mabion  Citt  Rt.  Co.,  oflicers  and  directors  of 219 

Cedar  Rapids,  Wltmer  Bros.,  y.  C  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  switch  cars 381 

Cbntbbdaue,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  train  service 858 

Cbntral  Lumbeb  ft  Coal  Co.,  Dubuque,  v.  M.  &  St.  L.,  failure  to  furnish 

cars    416 

Cbntbbvilb,  Interlocker  at    254 

Chaitdiab,   Wm.,    et    al.,    Princeton,    v.    Iowa    ft    111.,    location    of    Yapsle 

station 421 

CHARProK^  T.  M.  Hooper  Pxtkhioe  Co.,  y.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  discrimination 442 

Chariton,  R.  L.  Veirs,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  overcharge 379 

Chabuds  Cttt,  p.  p.  Cole,  v.  111.  Cent.,  cattle  pass 423 

Charles  Citt,  Farmers  Exchange  Co.,  v.  111.  Cent,  site  for  coal  sheds....   246 

Chabivton,  J.  H.  Rolfe,  v.  M.  &  St.  L..  failure  to  furnish  cars 395 

Chase,  W.  J.,  Guthrie  Center,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 386 

Chatswobth,  Geo.  A.  Wells,  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.,  failure  to  fumlSh  cars. ...   410 

Cherokeb,  Ira  Conger,  v.  111.  Cent.,  elevator  site  at  Aurelia 375 

Chbbokbb,  R  Ti  McCready,  v.  111.  Cent,  train  service 433 

Chicago  ft  Nobthwbstbbn  Rt.  Co.,  Inspection  of  by  the  Board 456 

Chicaoo  ft  Nobthwbstbbn  Rt.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 179-184 

Chicago,  Anamosa  &  Nobthbbn  Rt.,  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 164 

Chicago,  Bubungton  ft  QuiKOT  RT*  Oo.j  mileage,  oflicers  and  directors.  .165-168 

Chicago  Gbxat  Wbstebn  Rt.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 169-170 

Chicago,  Milwaukbb  ft  8r.   Paul  Rt.   Co.,  v.   G.  M.   Lamb,   et  al.,   con- 
demnation     881 

Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft  St.  Paul  Rt.  Co.,  Inspection  of  by  Board 463 

^'HicAoo,  Milwaukbb  ft  Br.  Paui*  Rt.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors.  174-178 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors. ..  .187-192 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  ft  Pacific  Rt.  Co.,  inspection  of  by  Board 465 

Chicago,    St.    Paul,    Minnsapolib    ft    Omaha,    mileage,    officers    and    di- 
rectors  185-186 

Chibholm  ft  BvANS  Co.,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  refusal  to  receive  cars. .   430 

Cincinnati,  Thistle  Coal  Co.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  distribution  of  cars 382 

Classification,  amendments  to,  statement  of  Board  concerning 10 
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Classifigation  or  Fskoht: 

Axnendment  No.  4  to  Iowa  Claaaiflcattoii  No.  IS 255 

Amendment  No.  5  to  Iowa  CUuMlflcatlon  No.   18 267 

Amendment  No.  6  to  Iowa  ClaapiOcatioD  No.  IS 262 

Amendment  No.  7  to  Iowa  ClaBSiflcatlon  No.  13 268 

Amendment  No.  8  to  Iowa  Classlfloatlon  No.  18 268 

Amendment  Xmo.  9  to  Iowa  CUuMiflcation  No.   18 268 

Aultman  Engine  •&  Thresher  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  on  engines  returned..  416 

Hog  Saver  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  on  poultry  roosts  and  mite  traps 406 

Clarinda^  John  B.  Davis,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  public  use  of  private  stock  srards. .  421 

Ci<ARioN,   interlocker   at 262 

Clark,  Robert,  New  Sharon,  v.  Iowa  Central,  claim  for  overcharge 406 

Clinton  Countt,  condemnations  proceedings,  by  C  ft  N.-W 228 

CUNTON,  Fener  Fish  Co.,  v.  Adams  Bxpress  Co.,  et  aL,  advance  in  express 

rates    876 

CoAD,  N.  G.  O.,  Hull,  y.  a,  IC.  ft  8t  P.,  delay  in  transit 437 

COLB,  P.  P.,  Charles  City,  v.  111.  Cent,  cattle  pass 428 

Colfax  Nortbbin.Rt.  Co.,  mileage,  oOoers  and  directors 198 

COMMiBBiONSRB,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  ftiilure  to  furnish  cars 884 

OoMMZSBioNSBs  V.  Wabash,  et  al.,  sanitary  condition  at  Albia  station....  881 

COMPASATIVB     statistics      11 

C0MPBN8ATI0N  of  employes,  entire  line 97 

CoMPBNBATioN  of  employes,  Iowa 90 

COMPBNBATXON  of  employes,  Iowa,  1878-1907 12 

Condemnation  : 

Bremer  county,  by  M.  C.  ft  Ft  D.  Ry.  Co 248 

Clinton  county,  by  C.  ft  N.-W 228 

Emmet  county,  by  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 429 

Harrison  county,  by  D.  ft  a  C,  (IlL  Cent) 280 

Ldnn  county,  by  a,  R.  I.  ft  P 282 

Polk  county,  by  Des  Moines  Terminal  Co 229 

Tama  county,  by  C,  M.  ft  St  P : 227 

Tama  county,  by  C,  M.  ft  St  P 381 

Webster  county,  by  Ft  D.,  D.  M.  ft  S 229 

CoNom,  Ira,  Cherokee,  v.  111.  Cent,  elevator  site  at  Aurelia 875 

CoNBOT,  Frank,  Conroy,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  f^ure  to  furnish  cars 404 

CoNBTBUcnoN  and  Equipment  electric  lines 146 

CoNSTRtrcnoN  and  eciuipment,  steam  roads,  cost  of 86 

Consumption  of  fuel  by  locomotives,  Iowa 181 

Cork  Bblt  Mbat  Producbrs  Assn.,  v.  Railway  Companies,  application  for 

reduced   rates   on   live   stock.' 888 

Cost  of  Road  and  Ekiuipment,  entire  lines  and  Iowa 86 

OoxTNCiL  Bluviv^  N.  P.  Dodge  ft  Co.,  V.  Wabash,  obstruction  to  waterways. .  231 

Crawforosvilui^  Brown  Bros.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  industiy  tracks 874 

Cbmau,  proposed  increase  of  rate  on 485 

CRBSTON,  Thos.  3.  DeLay,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  viaduct 888 

Crookbd  Crsbk  Rt.  Coal  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 194 

Crosbinob,  Farm,  number  of,  Iowa 98 

Crosbinos — Farm  : 

Alvord,  H.  D.,  Fort  Dodge,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 487 

Cole,  P.  P.,  Charles  City,  v.  111.  Cent,  Inquiry  concerning  cattle  pass. . . .  428 

Dana,  Wm.,  Dana,   v.  M.   ft  St   L 418 

Douthart,   O.  W.,  HiUsboro,  v.   C,  B.  ft  Q.,  undergrade 431 

Englehardt  O.  R.,  St  Olaf,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P..  undergrade  cattle  pass. .  412 

Fulton,  C.  B.,  Moravia,  v.  C,  K.  ft  St  P 864 

Gorrell,  J.  R.,  Newton,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 865 

Hager  Broa,  Baxter,  v.  C.  G.  W 877 

Hardin,  B.  A.,  Knoxvllle,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  opened  desired 418 

Hauschen,  H.  B.,  Bmmetsburg,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 442 

Hensel,  B.  F.,  Wall  IiRke,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W 422 
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Cbossings,  Fabic — Continued,    '  Page 

Homingr,  J.  L.,  Hubbard,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 449 

Klsor,  C.  Tm  Oskaloosa*  v.  Iowa  Central 427 

Manley,  J.  C..  Grlnnell,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overhead 379 

Martens,  F.  W.,  Indianola,  v.  G.  Q.  W 369 

Paine,  W.  A.,  Bagle  Orove,  v.  G.  ft  N.-W 865 

Parker,  C.,  Frederlcksburir,  v.  G.  Q.  W 402 

Richardson,  C.  A.,  Cambridge,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W '. .  887 

Rickey,  Joe  H.,  Mount  Pleasant,  v.  C.,  B.  ft  Q.,  undergrade 878 

WItmer,  B.  F.,  Polk  City,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  undergrade 873 

Crossings — ^Highway,  number  of,  in  Iowa 98 

Crossings — Strbbt  and  Highway: 

Brighton,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  bad  condition  of 374 

Emmet  County,  Board  of  Supervisors,  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  v.  dangerous 449 

EstherviUe,  City  of,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 357 

Gilmore,  F.  C.  North  McGregor,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  flagman  at  streets. .  428 

Grand  Junction,  Citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  gates  at 416 

Hlnman,  S.  N.,  Belmond,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  dangerous 356 

Ira,   Town  of,  v.  G.   G.  W 856 

Jones,  Orel,  Loveland,  v.  m.  Cent,  dangerous 424 

Kisor,  C.  T.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  for  private  use 427 

Poweshiek  County,  Supervisors  of,  et  al.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  dangerous. .   357 

Ransom,  W.  H.,  Van  Wert  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  at  alley 480 

Yoders,  W.  N.,  Ankeny,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  failure  to  rebuild  overhead 414 

CttiiVbr  Station,  interlocker  at   250 

CUMMINOS,  J.  W.,  Arnold,  v.  G.  G.  W.,  right  of  way  fence 444 


D 


AMAGE  In  transit — see  Ixmbs  in  Transit 


Damaobs: 

Haddock,  S.  G.,  Homick,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  account  broken  tombstone. .  398 

Lane,  V.  R,  West  Liberty,  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P.    et  al.,  to  automobile  in 

transit   419 

Dana,  Wm.,  Dana,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  farm  crosslnff 418 

Davrnport,  M.  p.  Miller,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  train  service 403 

Davrnport^  M.  p..  Miller,  v.  IlL  ft  Iowa,  maintenance  of  station 411 

Davis,  John  E.,  Clarlnda,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  public  use  of  private  stock  yards. .  421 

Davis,  C.  O.,  Keota,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 406 

Dawson,  E.  A.,  succeeded  by  W.  L.  Baton  as  Railroad  Commissioner 14 

Drrt  and  Stock  per  mile  of  road,  Iowa  and  entire  line 81 

Drbt,  Capital  Stock  and  Funded,  electric  lines 147 

DbbTj  tables  of,  steam  roads 26 

Drcibions   of   Commission    227 

DrClow,  W.  L.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  Iowa  Central,  failure  to  furnish  cars....  411 

Dbcorah,  Henry  Paine,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  et  al.,  depot  service 880 

Drdram,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  train  service 425 

Dbkixxtz,  Frank,  Klrkman,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  train  service 429 

Dri«at  in  Shipmrnts — see  Delay  in  Transit 
DrLat  in  Transit: 

Beatrice  Creamery  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  of  cream  shipments.  429 

Coad,  N.  G.  O.,  Hull,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  of  car  of  gasoline 487 

Goeppinger.  L.  ft  H.,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 411 

Hemenway,  V.  C,  Spirit  Lake,  v.  C,  It  I.  ft  P 400 

Knyper,  A.  N.,  Pella,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  of  car  of  cement 448 

Kreutzer  ft  Wasem,  Marshalltown,  v.  Iowa  Central 421 

Loonan  Lumber  Co.,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  D.,  v.  Great  Northern,  of  shipment 

of  shingles   418 

Martens,  E.  H,  Webster  City,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 448 

O'Brien,  M.  P.,  Kinross^  v;  a,  B.  I.  ft  P.  ^ 878 

Spurgin,  W.  C,  Jamaica,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  fUlure  to  deliver 489 

DrLat,  Thos.  S.,  Greston,  v.   G.,  B.  ft  Q,,  viaduct 888 
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Page 
Dbmurragb  : 

Economy  Farm  Record  Co.,  Newton,  v.  111.   Cent.,  excessive 409 

Seefeldt  &  Hobson,  Red  Oak,  v.  Wabash,  storage  charges 414 

Dbnibon^  Stewart  Lumber  Co.,  v.  C,  M.  &.   St  P.,  application  local  rates 

on    interstate    shipments 372 

Dkpot  FACILITIB8— see  Station  Service. 

DBS  MoiNMi,  Beatrice  Creamery  Co.,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  delay  in  transit 429 

Dm  MoxNas,  Board  of  Control  of  State  Institutions  v.  111.  Cent,  failure  to 

furnish    cars    443 

Das  MoiNBS.  Casket  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  express  rates. .  423 

DBS  MoiNBB,  James  Fenlon,  v.  C,  R  I.  &  P.,  overcharge,  interstate 407 

DBS  MoiNBB,  James  Fenlon,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  overcharge,  interstate 429 

DBS  MoiNBB,  Iowa  Fallb  ft  Nortkbrn,  ofBcers.  mileage  and  directors 195 

DBS  MoiNBB,  R   L.   McCaughan,   Carlisle,   v.   C.   R   ft  Q.,   kicking  cars  at 

street    crossing     446 

DBS  MoiNBS,  C.  L.  Percival  Co.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  receive  shipment 

of    hides     434 

DBS  MoiNBS^  Saylor  Coal  Co.,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  switching  charges 428 

DBS  MoiNBB  Union  Railway  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 196 

DBS  MoiNBS,  Geo.  A.  Wells,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 410 

DBS  MoiNBS  Wbstbbn  Railwat  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 197 

Dbnison,  W.  R  Temple  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for  transfer  track..   243 

Dickinson,  J.  L.  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for  Joint  station s ..  235 

DiBBCTORs,  officers  and  mileage  of  electric  railway  companies 217 

DiBBcroRs,  officers  and  mileage  of  steam  railway  companies 159 

Discrimination  : 

Hooper,  T.  M.,  Produce  Co.,  Chariton,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  in  application  of 

W.  T.  I*  Rules  No.   6 442 

Luts,  T.  B.,  Mapleton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  in  use  of  stock  yards 401 

Slagle,  F.  M.,  ft  Co.,  Alton,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  In  joint  rates 358 

Western  Elevator  Co.,  Winona,  Minn.,  In  distribution  of  cars 892 

DnriDBNDS   on    stock   declared 28 

DODQi,  N.  P.  ft  Co.,  Council  Bluffs,  v.  Wabash  Railroad  Co.,  obstruction  of 

watercourse     231 

DouOHAN,  J.  EL  et  al.,  ex  rel.  Hardin  county,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for 

drainage    ditch 241 

•  'Hf,  G.  W.,  HUlsboro,  y.  Ct  B.  ft  Q.,  undergrade  farm  crossing 431 

DowNBT,  C.  D.  Qibson,  West  Liberty,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish 

cars 444 

Dews,  Farmers'  Grain  ft  Lumber  Co.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish 

cars      488 

Drainagb  : 

Ahlstrand,  A.  N.,  Gowrle,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  private 889 

Dodge,  N.  P.  ft  Co.,  et  aL,  y.  Watwi^  obstruction  of  water  course 231 

Hardin  County,  ex  rel.,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  proposed  ditch 241 

Johnson,  R  N.,  county  atty.,  Fort  Madison,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  obstruction 

to     867 

Lehigh,  Town  of,  y.  C  O.  W.,  malntttnaaoe  of  sewer 392 

Steber,  F.  W.,  Rinard,  v.  C.  G.  W ^ 361 

Tretter,  Jos.,  Marshalltown,  v.  Iowa  Central  et  al 432 

Drakb,  S.  D.,  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.  et  al.,  application  for  joint  station  at  Swea 

City    284 

Drakb,  S.  D.,  et  al.  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for  Joint  station  at  LuVeme.  288 

Dbbtbr,  Jr..  H.,  Aplington,  v.  111.  Cent,  failure  to  furnish  cars 892 

DuBUQUB  ft  Sioux  Citt  Rahboad  Compakt,  mileage,  officers  and  directors  of  198 

DxTBUQiTB,  Central  Lumber  ft  Goal  Co.,  y.  IC.  ft  St  K,  failure  to  furnish 

cars     416 

DuBUQUB,  Geo.  W.  Healy  ft  8dil»  ▼•  0»  IL  A  8t  P..  ntfomX  to  bill  freight. . .  427 

DuBUQUB.  Geo.  Wilde,  v.  HL  Gent,  loss  in  transit 416 

DxTNKBBTON,  Canfltfd  liombv  O1X9  T.  O.  Q.  W.,  Bide  track  facilities 440 

Dtbart  Cannino  Co.,  Dysart  v.  C,  R  I,  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 440 


i 


INDEX.  561 

Page 

EAGLE  GKOVE,  W..  A«.Paloe»  v..  C.  &  N.-W..  farm  crossliig 365 

Earninqb  and  op^mting  expenses  Iowa  steam  roads,  1878-1907 11 

BUbninqs,   electric    lines 139 

Eabnings,  steam   roads,   entire   lines 61 

Earnings,   steam   roadfl»    Iowa 46 

Earnings,  steam  roads,  Iowa,  net,  1878  to  1907 11 

Earnings  per  mile  of  road,  steam  roads,  Iowa  1878  to  1907 11 

Eaton,  W.  L.,  succeeds  E.  A.  Dawson  as  Railroad  Commissioner 14 

Ekx>NOMT  Farm  Record  Co.,  Newton,  v.  111.  Cent,  stora^  charges 409 

ElLBCTRic  Interurban  Railways,   mileage  in  Iowa. 6 

Blmobx,  Minn.,  S.  C.  Moore,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 399 

Emxbson^  C.  Li.  Brill,  v.  C,  B.  A  Q.,  train  service 426 

Emmkt  County,  Board  of  Supervisors,  C,  R.   I.  ft  P.  v.  dangerous  hi^^- 

way  crossing 449 

Emmbt  County,  C,  R.  I.  A  P.,  v.  A.  A.  Gordon,  condemnation 429 

Emmktsburg,  Guy  R.  Campbell,  v.  C.  M.  &  St.  P.,  overcharge 430 

&MMBT8BURG,  M.  T.  McEvoy,  v.  M.  ft  St  Li.,  loss  in  transit 425 

EMMvrsBURG,  H.  E.  Hauschen,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  farm  crossing 442 

Emmbtsbubo,  Northwestern  Tile  ft  Clay  Products  Co.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P., 

failure  to  furnish   cars 443 

Employes   and  Salaries,   steam  roads,   entire   line 97 

EMPLOTas,   and   salaries,    steam    roads,    Iowa 90 

EMPi/)Tm  In  Iowa,  steam  roads,  number  and  compensation  of  1878  to  1907.  12 

EMPLOTas  injured  coupling  cars,  steam  roads,  Iowa,  1878  to  1907 18 

EicPDOTas  injured  falling  from  tialn,  steam  roads,  Iowa,  1878  to  1907 13 

Employes  injured  coupling  <mm  gttgm  TOmOia,  Iowa,  1878  to  1907 13 

Employes  killed  falling  from  tnhm,  stMun  road%  Iowa,  1878  to  1907 18 

Engblhardt,  G.  R.,  St  Olat  y.  C^  M.  ft  St  P.,  cattle  pass 412 

Equipment  and  Road,  electric  lines,  description  of 149 

Equipment,   steam    roads,    cost   of 86 

Equipment,   steam   roads,   description   of,   entire  lines 102 

Eqxtipment,  electric  lines,  cost  of 145 

EsTHBRTZLia,  Andorsou  ft  Moen,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. . .  403 

EsTHERviLUB.  city  ot  V.  M.  ft  St  L.,  street  crossing 867 

EvsRWEiN,  C.  E.,  Palmer,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 401 

EWART,  Thomas  Nelson,  v.  Iowa  Central,  right  of  way  fence 438 

Expenses,  operating,   electric  lines 140 

Expenses,  operating,   steam   roads,   entire  lines 68 

Expenses,   operating,   steam   roads,   Iowa,    1878   to   1907 11 

Expenses,  operating,    steam   roads,    Iowa 56 

Express  Rates  : 

Dee  Moines  Casket  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  inequality  in  423 

Felner  Fish  Co.,  Clinton,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  et  aL,  advance  In 376 

^pence,  F.  A.,  Ames,  y.  Amerloan  Express  Co 422 

FAILiURE  to  Furnish  Cars  : 

Allen,  C.  S.,  Laurens,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 409 

Anderson  ft  Moen,  Estherville,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 403 

Balgeman,  F.  J.,  West  Bend,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 378 

Beckman,  G.,  Hull,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P 899 

Beck  Grain  Co.,  Fremont  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 384 

Beggs,  Thos.   H.,   et  al.   v.   Iowa  Central 394 

Bleakley.  W.  A.,  Grant  Center,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 396 

Board  of  Control  of  State  Institutions,  v.  111.  Cent 443 

Buck,   A.  E.,  Harris,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P 446 

Buck,  C.  C,  Ware,  v. C,  R.  L  ft  P. ••• • 381 

Buerkens   Mfg.    Co.,   v.   Wabash 412 

Burt  Farmers'  Exchange  Co.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 405 

Caldwell,   C.   A.,   Onawa,   v.   C.   ft  N.-W 887 

Central  Lumber  ft  Coal  Co.,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 416 

36 


662  IKDIQL 

Failurb  to  Furnish  Cars— Contin««d.  Page 

cnarlton,  J.  H.,  Bolf%  T.  IL  A  8t  I«« 895 

Chase,  W.  J.,  Guthrie  Oenter,  t.  OL,  TL  L  A  P S86 

CkunmiSBloners,  y.  C.  &  N.-W S84 

Conroy,  Frank,  Conroy,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 404 

Davis,  C.  O.,  Keot%  T.  C  &  L  A  P... 406 

DeClow,  W.  Lb,  Cedar  Rapids»  v.  Iowa  Central 411 

Dreyer,    Jr.,    H.,    Aplington,    v.    HI.    Cent 892 

Dysart  Canning:  Co.,  Dysart,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P 440 

Bverwein,  C.  B.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  A  P 401 

Farmers'  Co-Operative  Co.,  Armstrong,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 409 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Badger,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L 419 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Badger,  v.  M.  ft  9t  L 441 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Holland,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 408 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Kingsley,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 894 

Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  Mount  Union,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q 437 

Farmers*   Elevator  Co.,  Norway,   v.  C.  ft  N.-W 489 

Farmers'   Elevator  Co.,  Wightman,  v.  C.  G.  W 426 

Farmers'  Grain  and  Lumber  Co.,  Dows,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 488 

Farmers'  Incorporated  Co-Operative  Society,  Palmer,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P. .  489 

Fenn,  G.  A.  ft  Co.,  Salem,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 412 

Filia  Bros.,    S61on,   v.   C,   R   I.   &  P • 408 

Foster,  D.  J.,  Rlngstead,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 407 

Galbrath,   Edward,  Webb,   v.   C,   M.   ft  St   P 898 

Gibson,  C.  D.,  West  Liberty,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 444 

Gray,  J.  A.,  Onawa,  v.  C  ft  N.-W 896 

Gress,  Chas.,  et  al.,  Fenton,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 418 

Hahn,   Henry,   Mallard,  v.  M.   ft  St   L 897 

Hanson,  J.,  et  al.,  Monroe,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 406 

Hoffman,  Oliver  J.,  Sigoumey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 899 

Johnson,  I.  M.,  Maquoketa,  v.  C  ft  N.-W 884 

Johnson,  L  M.,  Maquoketa,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  et  al 416 

Kunz  Bros.,  Wesley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 887 

Lau  ft  Sona  Klemme,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 897 

Lilvermore,  F.  S.,  Buifaio  Center,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 897 

Loftus,  Geo.  &,  St  Paul,  Minn.,  v.  C  R.  L  ft  P 896 

McAndrew,  J.  K.,  Hartley,  y.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 442 

Malliott  A.  B.,  Minbum,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 404 

Medberry  ft  Darnell,  Homick,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 897 

Meeserole,  C  G.,  Gowrle,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 885 

Miller,  L.  B.,  Sinclair,  v.  IlL  Cent 398 

Mitchell  Implement  Co.,  Fort  Dodge,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 408 

Moore,  S.  C,  Elmore,  Minn.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P .* 899 

Northwestern  Tile  ft  Clay  Products  Co.,  Bmmetsburg,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  448 

Porter  ft  Son,  Fainnount  ▼•  C,  R.  L  ft  P 896 

Richards  Elevator  Co.,  Richards,  v.  IlL  Cent 898 

Robinson,  B.  F.,  Armstrong,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 890 

Senf,  Wm.,  Latimer,  v.  Iowa  Central 896 

Severson,  Halvor,  Inwood,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 440 

Sloan  Cereal  Co.,  Sloan,  v.  O.  ft  N.-W 446 

Sloan  Elevator  Co.,  Sloan,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 896 

Smith,  E.  F.,  Wellman,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 880 

Snake  Creek  Coal  Co.,  Rippey,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 482 

State  of  Iowa  Board  of  Control  of  State  Instituflons,  y.  m.  Cent 448 

Surber,  L.  A.,  Prairie  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 406 

Talcott  R  A.,  V.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P. 426 

Tuttle,   F.  m:,   Spencer;  v.  M.*  ft  St   L 890 

Wells,  Geo.  A.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 891 

Wells,  Geo.  A.,  v.  C,  M.  St  P.,  at  Chatsworth 410 

Wheeler,  J.  N.,  Germania,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P 892 

Williams,  Chria,  Stratford,  v.  C  ft  N.-W 886 

ZundeL  L.,  Monroe,  v.  C.  R.  L  ft  P , 404 


INDEX.  563 

Page 

Tajruovst,  Porter  &  S6n,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 896 

Farm  Cbosbings,  steam  roads,  Iowa,  number  of 98 

Fabmsbb'  Goal  A  Qrain  Co.,  Havelock,  v  C.  &  K.-W.,  elevator  site 486 

Vajboobb*  Co-Opbratitb  Co.,  Armstrong*  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  f^ure  to  furnish 

cars     409 

Farhbbs'  JBlbtatob  Co.,  Akron,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  elevator  site 428 

Farmbbs'  JBLBTATOft  Co.,  Aurelia,  v.  IlL  Cent,  elevator  site 408 

Fabhmb*  IBlbvatoh  Co.,  Badger,  v.  M.  ft  8t  L.,  f^ure  to  furnish  cars. ...  419 
Farhbbs'  "Bimvxtor  Co.,  Badger,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  fUlure  to  furnish  cars. ...  441 

FAB1CBB8'  EUHVATOR  CO.,  Badger,  V.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  sites  for  coal  sheds 482 

Farmbbs'  SSiatatoh  Co.,  Holland,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. .  408 
Fabmsrs'  Biavator  Co.,  Mount  Union,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q..  failure  to  furnish  cars.  487 
Farkbrs'  EiAiVATOS  Co.,  Norway,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. . . .  489 
Farmbis'  EiavATOR  Co.,  Ralston,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  removal  of  side  track. . . .  447 
Farmxbs'  Elbvator  Co.,  Wightman,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. . . .  426 
Farkbrs'  Exchanor  Co.,  Charles  City,  v.  111.  Cent,  site  for  coiil  shed.....  246 

Farmbrs'  Grain  ft  Coal  Co.,  Knierim,  v.  111.  Cent,  elevators  site 874 

Farmbrs'  Grain  ft  Lumber  Co.,  Dows,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish 

cars      ' 488 

Farmbbs'  Incorporatbd  Co-Opbrativb  Socrvrr,  Greene,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P., 

elevator  site 872 

FABMBB8'  INOOBFORATB)  Co-Opbrativb  Socibtt,  Palmer,  V.  C,  R.  L  ft  P., 

failure  to  furnish  cars 489 

Farmbbs'  Mutual  Eibvator  Co.,  Larchwood,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  elevator  site.  872 

Farmbrs'  Union  Eibvator  Co.,  Galva,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  elevator  site 484 

Faulkner,  Geo.  E.  Wagner,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  abandonment  of  station 424 

Fbinbr  Fish  Co.,  Clinton*  v.  Adams  Express  Co.  et  al.,  advance  In  express 

rates    876 

Fbncwi: 

Arnold,  J.  W.,  Cummlngs.  v.  C.  G.  W.,   right  of  way 444 

Borisch,    Martin,   Marshalltown,    v.    Iowa    Central 488 

Hayne,  H.  H.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  O.  W.,  right  of  way 421 

Helphrey,  L.  S.,  Newton,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  right  of  way 422 

Murphy,  dtixens  of,  et  al.,  v.  Iowa  Central,  right  of  way 868 

Nelson,  Thoa,  Ewart,  v.  Iowa  Central,  right  of  way 488 

Wortman,  Sarah  A.,  Grinnell,  v.  Iowa  Central,  right  of  way 896 

FBNLON,  James,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  overcharge,  interstate 407 

Fbnlon,  James,  Des  Moines,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge,  interstate 429 

Fenn,  G.  a  ft  Co.,  Sialem,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 412 

Fbnton,  Chas.  Gress  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 418 

FILIA  Bros..  Soldn,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 408 

Flagman — see  Crossings,  Streets  and  Highways. 

Flting  Switch,  R.  L.  McCaughan,  Carlisle,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 446 

Foreign  Cars,  Witmer  Broa,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  switch  881 

Fort  Dodob,  H.  D.  Alvord,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  farm  crossing 487 

Fort  Dodob,  City  of,  v.  IlL  Cent  et  al.,  petition  for  viaduct 245 

Fobt  Dodob,  C.  J.  Ives,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge 428 

Fort  Dodge,  Mitchell  Implement  C,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish 

cars    408 

Fort  Dodob,  Mitchell  Implement  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge 887 

Fort  Madison,  and  Appanoosb  Stone  Co.,  Fort  Madison,  v.  C,   B.  ft  Q., 

switching  charges    861 

Fort  Madison,  R.  N.  Johnson,  county  atty.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  obstruction  to 

water    course    867 

Foster,  D.  J.,  RingsteaO,  y.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 407 

Fredbrioksbubo,  C.  Parker,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  farm  crossing 402 

Frbmont,  Beck  Grain  Co.,  v.  C.  B.  ft  Q.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 884 

Fuel,  consumption  of  by  locomotives,  Iowa 131 

Fulton,  C.  E.,  Moravia,  v.  C  M.  ft  St  P.,  farm  crossing 864 


564  INDEX. 


GATiBRATH,,  EDWARD,  Webb.  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P..  failure  to  furnish  care.  396 

Galta,  Fanners'  Union  Elevator  Co.,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  elevator  site 4S4 

Galtin  Bbxck  it  TiLB  Co.,  lowa  Falls,  v.  G.  ft  N.-W..  excessive  switching 

charges      244 

Gatbs — see  Grosslngrs.  Street  and  Highway. 

QWKSMD,  J.  li.  Dickinson,  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W..  et  al.,  application  for  joint 

station      285 

Gbhmania,  S.  C.  Moore,  Elmore,  Minn.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish 

cars      899 

Gbbmania,  J.  N.  Wheeler,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 392 

Gibson,  C.  D.,  West  Liberty,  v.  G.,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 444 

GdtobDj  Q€0.  S.  Hallock,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  condition  of  stock  yurds 389 

GiLVOSS  Ctft,  Gilmore  Grain   ft  Elevator  Co.,  v.   M.   ft  St   L.,  failure  to 

furnish    cars    444 

GiLMORx,  F.  C,  Siayor,  North  McGregor,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  flagnuw  at  cross- 
ing      488 

GOBPPiNOBR,  L.  ft  H.,  Boone,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  delay  in  transit 411 

GOBDON,  A.  A.,  Emmet  County,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  condemnation 429 

Gk>RBaLL!,  J.'  R.,  Newton,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  farm  crossing 865 

Gk>wRiB,  A.  N.  Ahlstrand.  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  private  drainage 889 

GowRiB,  C.  G.  Messerole,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 886 

Graham  Papbr  Co.,  St  Louis,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  overcharge 417 

Grand  Junction,  Citizens  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  gates  at  crossing 416 

Grant,  C.  A.  ft  Son,  Rolfe,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  loss  in  transit 876 

Grant  Cbntbr,  W.  A.  Bleakley,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. .  895 

Gray,  J.  A.,  Onawa,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 895 

Grbbnh,   Farmers'    Incorpoarted   Co-Operatlve    Society,   v.    C,    R   I.    ft   P., 

elevator  site    372 

Grxbn,  W.  R  et  al.,  Audubon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  train  service 441 

Grsbn,  Irvln,  Larchwood,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P..  overcharge.  Interstate 448 

GRB88,  Chas.     et  al.,  Fenton,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 413 

Grinnbll.,  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Poweshiek  Co.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  danger- 
ous   highway    crossing    857 

Grinnill,  J.  C.  Mauley,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  overhead  farm  crossing 379 

Grxnnbli.,  Spauldlng  Manufacturing  Co.,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  overcharge 388 

Grinnsll,  Mrs  Sarah  A.  Wortman,  v.  Iowa  Central,  condition  of  right  of 

way     .- 396 

GxTTHRDB  Cbntbr,  W.  J.  Chase,  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. ...  386 

HADDOCK,  S.  G.,  Homick,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  overcharge  and  damege     • .  893 

Haobr  Bros.,  Baxter,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  farm  crossing 377 

Hahn,  Henry,  Mallard,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 397 

HALiiOCK,  Geo.  S.,  Union,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  condition  of  stock  yards  at  Glfford.  389 

Hamilton  Bros.,  Cedar  Rapids»  v.  C,  R  L  ft  P.,  switching  charges 874 

Hanson,  J.,  et  aL,  Monroe,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 406 

Harcourt,  Interlocker  at    264 

Hardin  county,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  proposed  drainage  ditch 241 

Hardin,  B.  A.,  KnoxvlUe,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  farm  crossing 418 

Harfsr,  C.  O.  Davis,  Keota,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 406 

Harris,  A.  E.  Buck,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  failure  to  fumi^  cars 446 

Harrison  county,  condemnation  proceedings  by  D.  ft  S.  C.   (IlL  Gent)....  280 

Hartley,  J.  K.  McAndrew,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 442 

Hauschbn,  H.  E.,  Emmetsburg,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  farm  crossing 442 

Havlock,  Farmers  Coal  ft  Grain  Co.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  elevator  site 436 

Havbrhii/L,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  passenger  service 440 

Hatnb,  H.  H.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  right  of  way  fence 421 

Hbaubt,  Geo.  W.,  ft  Son,  Dubuque,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to  bill  freight. .  427 

Hblphrbt,  L.  S.,  Newton,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  right  of  way  fence 422 

Hbmbnwat,  V.  C,  Spirit  Lake,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  delay  in  transit 400 

HsNDBRSON  Bros.,  Trayer,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  overcharge.  Interstate 480 

Hinskl,  E.  F.,  Wall  Lake,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  farm  crossing 422 


INDEX.  565 

Page 

HiOHWAT  crossings,  steam  roads,  Iowa,  number  of 98 

HxLLflBORO^  et  al.,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  train  service 866 

HiUiBBOBo,  G.  Wm  Douthart,  v.  C,  B.  &  Q.,  undergrade  farm  crossing 481 

HiNiiAN^  S.  M.,  Belmond,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  dangerous  crossing 866 

HoiTMAN,  O.  J.,  Slgoumey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 899 

Hoo  SAysR  Co.,  Cedar  Rapids,  classiflcation  on  poultry  roosts,  etc 406 

Hoi^ULND,  Farmers'  Blevator  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars.. 4 08 

HooPBB,  T.  M.,  Produce  Co..  Charlton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  discrimination 442 

HoRNZCK^  S.  G.,  Haddock,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  overcharge  and  damage 393 

HoRNiCK,  Medburry  ft  Darnell,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. . .  897 

Horning,  J.  L.,  Hubbard,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  farm  crossing 449 

HUBBABO,  J.  Lu,  Homing,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  farm  crossing 449 

Hull,  G.,  Beckman,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 399 

HuLi.,  N.  G.  O.,  Coad,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  delay  in  transit 437 

ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  CO.,    (D.   ft   S.   C),   mileage,   officers 

and   directors    198 

INCOMB,   electric   lines    188 

INCOMB  account,  steam  roads,  entire  line 42 

INCOMB  account,  steam  roads,  Iowa 88 

iNCOMB,  miscellaneous    84 

INDIANOUL,  F.  W.  Martens,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  fkrm  crossing 869 

INDUSTBT  tracks: 

Arion  Mill  Co.,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P..  petition  for 416 

Brown  Bros.,  Crawfordsville,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 874 

Kelley  Canning  Co.,  Waver ly,  v.  111.  Cent,  refusal  to  switch  to 419 

Sibley  Mill  Co.,  Sibley,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  use  of,  for  broken  cars 879 

INQWBBSBN  Mfo,  Co.,  Lyou,  V.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  overcharge 877 

INBPBCTZON   of   railways    468 

INTBBOCKBBS  : 

Ankeny.  C.  ft  N.-W.  and  Ft.  D.,  D.  M.  ft  Q 249 

Boone,  C.  ft  N.-W.,  with  own  tracks 252 

Camforth,  C,  R  I.  ft  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 249 

CentervlUe,  C,  B.  ft  Q.  and  C,  R  I.  ft  P 264 

Clarion,  C.  G.  W.  and  C,  R  I.  A  P 262 

Culver  Station,  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  and  C,  M.  ft  St  P 860 

Harcourt,  Ft  D.,  D.  M.  ft  S.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 264 

Iowa  Falls,  111.  Cent,  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  and  D.  M.,  I.  F.  ft  N 251 

Oneida,  C.  G.  W.,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  M.  ft  0 261 

Tama,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.  and  C.  ft  N.-W 268 

iNTBRiiOCKiNG  devlcos  at  railway   crossings 5 

Intbb-Ubban  Rt.   Co.,  oflUcers  and  directors  of 221 

INWOOD,  Halvor  Severson,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 440 

Iowa  &  III.  Rt.  Co.,  officers  and  directors  of 220 

Iowa  Cbntral  Rt.  Co.,  inspection  by  Board 466 

Iowa  Cbntral  Rt.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 199 

Iowa  Falls,  Galvin  Brick  ft  Tile  Co.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  excessive  switching 

charges 244 

Iowa  Falls,  interlocker  at   261 

lowA  Grain  Dbalbbs  Assn.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 391 

Iowa  Portland  Cbmbnt  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  special  contract  rate  on 

stone,    etc.    351 

Ira,  Town  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  highway  crossing 866 

IVBS,  C.  J.,  Fort  Dodge,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge 428 


566  INDBX. 


JAMAICA,  W.  C,  Spurgln,  v.  C,  11  &  8t.  P.,  delivery  of  frelgjit 489 
JOHNBON,  R.   N.,   county  attorney,   Ft   Madison,   v.   C,   B.  ft  Q'.,   ob- 
struction to  water  course   857 

Johnson^  I.  M.,  Maqnoketa,  v.   C.  M.  &  St  P.,  et  al.,  failure  to  furnish 
cars    415 

JOHKSoxf,  I.  M.,  Maquoketa,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 884 

Joint  Ratbb: 

Law    concemlngr    872 

Resolutions  of  the  Board 276 

Hearing  In  matter  of 872 

Statement  concerning  10 

Tripoli  Industrial  Association,  y.  G.  O.  W 898 

Joint  Stations: 

Dickinson,  J.  L.,  et  aL,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  application  for 236 

Drake,  S.  D.,  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al 288 

Drake,  SL  D.,  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.  W.,  et  al.,  application  for  at  Swea  City. .  284 

JONXS,  Orel,  Loveland,  v.  111.  Cent,  dangerous  highway  crossing 424 

KANAWHA,  Thomas  H.  Beggs,  et  al.,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  failure  to  furnish 
cars    894 

Kblubt  Canning  Co.,  Waverly,  v.  HI.  Cent,  refusal  to  switch  to  Industry 

track    419 

Kbllogo,  R.  C,  Blrchard,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  condition  of  depot  platform....  407 

KBLUX3Q,  C.  L.  Trout  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  train  service  at  Amboy 418 

Kbndio,  a.  J.,  Wlnterset,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  loss  in  transit 373 

Kbkbbt,  Ed.  Schaub,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  location  of  scales  at  Bolan 880 

Kbokuk,  Chlsholm  ft  Bvans  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  refusal  to  receive  cars. ...  480 

EIbota,  C.  O.,  Davis,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 409 

Kbtchum,  N.  S.,  elected  chairman  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners.     14 
EIiCKiNO  cars  at  street  crossings,  R.  L.  McCaughan,  Carlisle,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q. .  446 

KiNO^  H.  G.,  Mt  Union,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  Interstate  rates 402 

KiNOBLBT,  Farmers'  Elevator  Co.,  V.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars...   394 

Kinross,  M.  T.,  O'Brien,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  delay  In  shipment 878 

KiRKMAN,  Frank  DeKlots,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  train  service 429 

ELISOR,  C.  T.,  Oskaloosa,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  farm  crossing 427 

KiJBMMB,  Lau  ft  Sons,  V.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 397 

Knisrim,  Farmers'  Grain  ft  Coal  Co.,  v.  111.  Cent,  elevator  site 374 

KNOxvnxa,  B.  A.  Hardin,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  farm  crossing.. 418 

KNOXviiiLB,  E.  B.  Woodruff,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge,  Interstate 412 

Kntpbr,  a.  N.,  Pella,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  delay  in  transit 448 

Krbutzibr,  ft  Wabbm,  Marshalltown,  v.  Iowa  Cent.,  delay  in  transit 421 

Kunz  Bros,  Wesley,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 387 . 

• 

LADD,  Clarence  E.,  appointed  stenographer  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Com- 

missieners    14 

Lamb,  George  M.,  et  al.,  Tama  County,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  v.  condenmation  pro- 
ceedings      881 

LiANB-MooRB  LuMBBR  Co.,  Lfturens,  V.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  overcharge 871 

LiANB,  V.  R.,  West  Liberty,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  damage  in  transit 419 

Larchwood,  Farmers'  Mutual  Elevator  Co.,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  elevator  site. .  372 

Larch  WOOD,  Irvin  Green,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge,  interstate 448 

Latimbr,  William  Senf,  v.  Iowa  Cent,  failure  to  furnish  cars 396 

Lau  ft  Sons,  Klemme,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 397 

Laurbnb^  S.  C.  Allen,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 409 

Laurbnb,  Lane-Moore,  Lbr.  Co.,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  overcharge 871 

LawBj  new,  affecting  powers  of  the  Commission 10 

LaCuLnta,  M.  P.  Miller,  Davenport,  v.  Iowa  ft  Illinois,  maintenance  of  sta- 

Uon  at 411 

LsHiOR,  town  of,  V.  C.  G.  W.,  maintenance  of  sewer 392 

LvwiB,  Dwig^t  N.,  appointed  secretary  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners    14 


INDEX.  ^67 

Page 

TiTABn.TTiEB  Hud  asaeU  ^2 

LiABiLiriis,  comparative  general  balance  idieet 166 

JjTSV  Countt,  condemnation  proceedings  by  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 282 

LivaRifOBa,  F.  S.,  Buffalo  Center,  v.  G.  R.,  L  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. .  897 

LiVB  stock,  hearing  In  matter  of  petition  for  reduced  rates  on 888 

Iizva  stock  rates,  statement  concerning 10 

LoFTUS>  George  S.,  St  Paul,  Minn.,  v.  C.  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. .  896 
IiOONAN  Lbb.   Co.,  Sioux  Falls,   S.   D.,   V.   Great  Northern,  delay  In  ship- 
ment      418 

Loss  in  Transit: 

Bales  ft  Son,  Stockport,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  on  stock 420 

Brown,  W.  S.,  Manson,  v.  111.  Cent 868 

Brueck,  C.  F.,  Battie  Creek,  v.  C.  St  P.,  M.  ft  O.,  of  live  stock 418 

Grant,  C.  A.  ft  Son,  Rolfe,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 876 

Kendlg,  A.  J.,  Wlnterset  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 878 

Lane,  V.  R.,  West  Liberty,  t.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al 419 

McEYoy,  M.  T.,  Emmetsburg,  v.  M.  ft  St  L 426 

•  Shermernom,  Mrs.  O.  P.,  Canton,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 880 

Wilde,   George,   Dubuque,   v.   111.   Cent 416 

liOTHROP,  6itizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  maintenance  of  station 410 

LoYBLAND,  Orel  Jones,  v.  IlL  Cent,  dangerous  highway  crossing 424 

IjUttbb  Frank,  Cambridge,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to  switch 886 

LuTZ,  T.  B.,  Mapleton,  t.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  in  use  of  stock 

yards    401 

LiUVbrnb,  S.  D.   Drake  et  al.  v.  C.   ft  N.-W.  et  ai.,  application  for  joint 

station   288 

IjTMch,  Thomas,  et  al..  North  Buena  Vista,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  condition  of 

stock  yards   894 

LiTON,  Ingwersen  Mfg.  Co.  v.  C  ft  N.-W.,  overcharge 877 

McANDKBW,  J.  K.,  Hartiey,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. .  442 

McCauohan,  R.  Li.,  Carlisle,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  flying  switch 446 

McCradt,  R.  T.,  et  al.,  Cherokee,  v.  III.  Cent,  train  service 488 

McBvoT,  M.  T.,  Emmetsburg,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  loss  in  transit 426 

McGbbw,  George  E.,  Salem,  v.  United  States  Express  Co.,  overcharge.  In- 
terstate      482 

Mackzn,  John,  St  Anthony,  v.  Iowa  Central,  overcharge 876 

Mat.t.abt),  Henry  Hahn,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 897 

Malliott,  a.  B.,  Mlnbum,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 404 

Malvsbn,  p.  a.,  Penney,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  claim  for  overcharge 278 

Manchsster  ft  Onbida  Rt.  Co.,  mileage^  officers  and  directors 202 

Manlt^  J.  C.,  Grinnell,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overhead  farm  crossing 879 

MA27S0N,  W.  S.  Brown,  v.  111.  Cent,  loss  in  transit 868 

Mapiaton,  B.  Luta,  ▼.  C^  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  In  the  use  of  stock 

yards   401 

Maquokkta,  I.  M.  Johnson,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  et  aL,  failure  to  furnish  cars.  416 

Maquokbta,  I.  M.  Johnson,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 884 

Mason  Citt  ft  Cljbak  Lakb  T&action  Co.,  officers  and  directors 222 

Mason  Citt  ft  Fobt  Dodgs  Rd.  Co.«  ofllcers,  mileage  and  directors 171 

MASSSfT  station,  Gtoorge  W.  Healey  ft  Son,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to 

biU  freight 427 

Marcus,  M.  T.  Ames,  v.  HI.  Cent,  condition  of  caboose 489 

Marshauaown,  Martin  Borlsch,  v.  Iowa  Central,  right  of  way  fence 488 

Marshall/town  BnoqT  Co.,  Marshalltown,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  overcharge,  In- 
terstate      417 

MARSHALi;rowN,  city  of,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  viaduct 866 

MARSRAZiL/rowN,  H.  H.  Kasme,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  right  of  way  fence 481 

MARSBAU/rowN,  Kreutxcr  ft  Wasem,  v.  Iowa  Central,  delay  in  transit 421 

Mar8Hau;town,  Joseph  Tretter,  v.  Iowa  Central,  et  aL,  drainage 482 

Mastbns,  F.  W.,  Indianola,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  farm  crossing 869 


568  INDBX. 


Martin,  Thomas  J.,  Westfield,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St.  P..  elevator  site 424 

Mabtin,  B.  H.,  Webster  City,  v.  M.  &  St  L.,  delay  In  transit 448 

Matlock,  C.  B.  Brockway,  v.  111.  Cent.,  elevator  site 871 

MATTB8,  Joseph,  Odebolt,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  overcharge 486 

MSDBUBST  ft  Dabnsll,  Homlck,  V.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. .   897 

MmTzBN,  Albert  C,  et  al.,  Avoca,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  train  service 420 

Mbmoriam,  statement,  Frank  T.  Campbell,  Kallroad  Commissioner 8 

Mbmoriam,  statement.   Welcome  Mowry,   Railroad  Commissioner 8 

Mbndota  Coal  Co.,  Mendota,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  distribution  of  cars 888 

Mssshbolb,  C.  O.,  Gowrie,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  scarcity  of  cars 885 

Mbtcau*,  J.  A.,  Sac  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  train  service 400 

MnjBAGB,  steam  roads,  Iowa,  new 6 

Milbagb,  steam  roads,  Iowa,  1878-1907 11 

MiLaAGS,  steam  roads,  entire  lines 88 

MiSAoa,  steam  roads,   Iowa 88 

MiLBAGB,    Iowa,    electric   lines 6 

MiLBAGS,  officers  and  directors^  steaxn  roads 159 

MitOAOB,  officers  and  directors,  electric  lines 817 

MnJBAoa,  traffic  Iowa,  steam  road 106 

MiLBAaB,  traffic,  entire  line,  steam  roads .' 114 

MiLBAGB,  traffic,  electric  lines 161 

MiLUBB,  M.  P.,  Davenport,  v.  Iowa  ft  Illinois,  maintenance  of  station 411 

MiLLBR,  M.  P.,  Davenport,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  train  service 403 

MiLLBR,  L.  E.,  Sinclair,  v.  DL,  Cent,  failure  to  furnish  cars 898 

MiNBUBN,  A.  B.,  Malllott,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 404 

MiNNBAPOus  ft  St.  Louis  Rd.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 203 

MiNNBAPOLis  ft  St.  Louis  Ro.  Co.,  inspection  of  by  Board 466 

Mitchbll  Impibmbnt  Co.,  Ft  Dodge,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge 387 

MiTCHBLii  IMFIAMBNT  Co.,  Ft  Dodge,  V.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish 

cars    408 

MoNBOB,  J.  Hansen,  et  al.,  v.  C.  R  I.  ft  P..  failure  to  furnish  cars 406 

MoNBOB,  L.  Zundel,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 404 

MooRB,  S.  C,  Elmore,  Minn.,-  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 899 

Moravia,  C.  E.  Fulton,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  farm  crossing 866 

Mt.  Pbabakt,  Joe  H.  Rickey,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  undergrade  farm  crossing. ...   378 
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Mt.  Union,  H.  G.  King,  v.  C.,  B.  &  Q.,  interstate  rates 402 
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Nbwton,  J.  R,  Gorrell,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  farm  crossing 866 

Nbwton,  L.  &.,  Helphrey,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  right  of  way  fence 422 

Nbwton  ft  Northwbstbrn  Rd.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 2Q6 

Nbwton,  Chas.  Starrett  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  train  service  at  Amboy 418 

Norman  Station,  Newton  township,  trustees  of,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  removal  of . .  859 
North  Bubna  Vista,  Thomas  Lynch,  et  al.,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P.,  condition  of 

stock  yards   394 

North  McGrbgor,  F.  C,  Gilmore,  v.  C,  M  ft  St  P.,  flagman  at  crossings. .  428 
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PALMKR,   Farmers'    Incorporated   Co-operative    Society,    v.    C,    R.    I.    ft   P., 
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PRINCBTON,  Wm.  Chandler,  et  al.,  v.'  Iowa  ft  Illinois,  location  of  Wapsle 

station   421 

RAILS  and  ties,  renewal  of,  steam  roads,   Iowa 100 

Ratbs,  Joint,  statement  concerning 10 

Ratbs,  joint,  hearing  in  matter  of 278 

Ratbs  on  livestock,  statement  concerning 10 

Rates  on  live  stock,  schedule  of 348 

Rati,  special  by  contract,  on  stone,  shale,  etc.,  to  foster  Industry 361 

Rats  on  sugar  beets  In  carloads,  schedule  of 271 
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Block,  W.  G.  Co.,  Muscatine,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  application  of  local  on 
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Des  Moines  Casket  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  Adams  Ezprete  Co.,  inequality. 
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Stewart  Lbr.  Co.,  Denison,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  application  of  local  on 
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Ransom,  W.  H.,  Van  Wert,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  crossing  at  alley 430 
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Rod  Oak  Gas  Co.,  Red  Oak,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  overcharge,  interstate 378 

Red  Oak,  Seefeldt  ft  Hobson,  v.  Wabash,  demurrage  charges 414 
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Rbtusal  to  Rxcbivb  and  Forward  Frbight  : 

Chisholm  ft  EWans  Co.,  Keokuk,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 480 

Percival,  C.  L.  Co.,  Des  Moines,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  shipment  of  hides 484 

Rbiman,  a.,  Paterson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  change  of  name  of  station 375 

Rbntals  received  and  paid,  steam  roads 84 

Reports  and  investigations  of  accidents,  new  law  concerning 7 

Richardson,  C.  R.,  Cambridge,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  farm  crossing 387 

Richards  Elbvator  Co.,  Richards,  v.  111.  Cent,  failure  to  furnish  cars....  393 

Rickbt,  Joe  H.,  Mt  Pleasant  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  undergrade  farm  crossing. . . .  373 

Rinard,  F.  W.   Steber,  v.   C.  G.   W.,   drainage 861 
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Stabbbtt,  Chas.,  Newton,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  train  service  at  Amboy 418 

Statb  of  Iowa,  Board  of  Control  of  State  Institutions,  v.  III.  Cent,  failure 
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Stations,  steam  roads,  Iowa 100 
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Billings,  J.  L.,  Olivet  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P 426 

Birchard,  R.  C,  Kellogg,  v.  C,  R  I.  &  P.,  bad  condition  of  depot  plat- 
form    407 

Blakesburg,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  &  St  P 888 

Chandler,   Wm.,  et  al.,   Princeton,   v.   Iowa  ft  111.,   location  of  Wapsie 

station    421 

Commissioners  v.  Wabash,  et  al.,  sanitary  condition  of  at  Albia 381* 

Dickinson,  J.  L.,  et  al.,  Gterled,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  application  for  Joint.   236 

Drake,  S.  D.,  et  al.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  application  for  joint 238 

Lothrop,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  maintenance  of 410 

Miller,  M.   P.,   Davenport   v.   Iowa  ft  111.,  maintenance  of  at  LeClaire 

trustees   411 

Norway  township,  trustees  of,  v.  M.  ft  St.  L.,  abandonment  of 359 

Paine,  Henry,  Decorah,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  condition  of  at  Afton  Jet 880 

Reiman,  A.  Patterson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  change  of  name  of 875 

Thomas,  J.  P.,  Washington,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  removal  of  at  Verdi 441 

Verdi,  J.  P.  Thomas,  Washington,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  removal  of 441 
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Stbbbr,  F.  W.,  Rlnard,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  drainage 861 

Stewart   Lbb.   Co.,  Denlson,   v.   C,   III.   ft  St   P.,   local  rates  on  interstate 

shipment    872 

Stock  and  debt  per  mile  of  road,  steam  roads,  Iowa  and  entire  line 81 

Stock,  capital,  steam  road,  amount  per  mile  of  road 24 

Stock,  capital,  steam  roads,  table  of 28 

Stockhoij)brs,  number  of  24 

Stock  Pass — see  Crossings,  Farm. 

Stockport^  Bales  ft  Son,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  overcharge  and  loss  in  transit 420 

Stocks  and  bonds,  steam  roads,  table  of 82 

SrOGKTARDS  : 
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Hallett,  Greorge  S.,  Union,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  condition  of 889 

Lutz,  T.  B.,  Mapleton,  v.  C.  M.  ft  St  P.,  discrimination  in  use  of 401 

Li3nich,  Thomas,  et  al..  North  Buena  Vista,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  condition 

of    '. 894 

Oran,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  condition  of 898 

Stratford,  Cnris.  Williams,  v.  C.  ft  N.-*^.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 886 

Sugar  Beets  in  carloads,  commodity  rate  on 271 

SuRBER,  Li.  a.,  Prairie  City,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  failure  to  furnish  cars. .  406 
SWBA  Citt,  S.  D.  Drake,  et  ai.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  et  al.,  application  for  joint 

station    234 

SwiTCHiNo  Chargbs: 

Boone  Brick.  Tile  ft  Paving  Co.,  et  al.,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W 236 

Fort  Madison  ft  Appanoose  Stone  Co.,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q 861 

Galvin  Brick  ft  Tile  Co.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  alleged  excessive 244 

Hamilton  Bros.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P. 374 

Saylor  Coal  Co.,  v.  Newton  ft  N.  W.,  at  Ames 428 

South  Muscatine  Lumber  Co.,  v.  M.  N.  ft  S.,  alleged  excessive 418 

Spencer  Brick  ft  Tile  Co.,  Spencer,  v.  C,  M.  v.  St  P 377 

Switching  Skrvicb: 

Cedar  Rapids  ft  Iowa  City  Ry.  ft  Light  Co.,  v.  C,  R  I.  ft  P.,  et  al.,  ap- 
plication for  order  to  compel  performance  of 247 
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KeUex  Cftnnlng  Co.,  Waverly,  v.  HL  Cent,  refusal  to  perform  to  Industry 

track     419 

liutter,  Frank,  Cambrldg^e,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  refusal  to  perform 886 

Witmer  Bros.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  refusal  to  perform 381 

Switch,   What   constitutes 236 

rp  ABOR  ft  NORTHERN  RY.   CO.,  mileage,   officers  and   directors 207 

-I*        Talcot,  Riley  A.,  Arion,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  shortage  of  cars 426 

Tama  County,  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  v.  Lamb,  et  al.,  condemnation  proceedings..  881 

Tama  COuntt,  condemnation  proceedings  by  C,  M.  ft  St  P 227 

Tama,  Interlocker  at 263 

Tama  ft  Tolkx>  Biacnuc  Rt.  ft  Light  Co.,  officers  and  directors 223 

Taxbs,  table  of 79 

Tblboraph  Sbrticb — see  Stations. 

Thibtlb  Coal  Co.,  Cincinnati,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  distribution  of  cars 882 

Thomas,  J.  P.,  Washlngrton,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P..  removal  of  Verdi  station....  441 

Tklbphoks  and  telegraph  wires  over  railroads  tracks,  new  law  for 15 

TSLBPHONX  Sbrticb— see  Stations. 

Tbmplb,  W.  R.  Co.,  Denison,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for  transfer  track. .   243 

Tns  and  rails,  renewal  of,  steam  roads,  Iowa 100 

TONNAQB  crossing  Mississippi  and  Missouri  Rivers 182 

TONNAOB,  steam  roads,  entire  lines 127 

ToNNAOB,   steam   roads,    Iowa 122 

Tbabb,  Henderson  Bros.,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  overcharge,  interstate 480 

TBAjmc,  mileage,  electric  lines 161 

Tbain  Sbbvigb: 

Brill,  C.  L.,  Emerson,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  application  for  betterment 426 

Centerdale,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 368 

Dedham,  Citisens  of,  v.  C,  1£  ft  St  P.,  stopping  trains  on  signal 486 

DeKlotx,  Frank,  Kirkman,  v.  C.  6.  W 429 

Green,  W.  R.,  et  al.,  Audubon,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 441 

Haverhill,  Citizens  of,  y.  C,  1£  ft  St  P 440 

HUlsboro,  et  al.,  Citizens  of,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  Fort  Madison  branch 866 

McCready,  R.  T.,  et  aL,  Cherokee^  v.  m.  Cent 488 

Meitsen,  Albert  C,  et  al.,  Avoca,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 420 

Metcalfe,  J.  A.,  Sac  City,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 400 

Miller,  M.  P.,  Davenport  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  Des  Moines  to  Osceola 408 

Ottosen,  C,  et  al.,  Ottosen,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P 899 

Starret  Chas.,  et  al.,  Newton,  ▼.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  at  Amboy 418 

Trout  C.  L.,  Kellogg,  v.  C,  R.  L  ft  P.,  at  Amboy 418 

Yorkshire,  citizens  of,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P 886 

Transvbr  Tbacks,  W.  R.  Temple  Co.,  Denison,  ▼.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application 

for    248 

TRBBTiiBS,  number  of  on  steam  roads,  Iowa 98 

Tbbitbr,  Jos.,  Marshalltown,  v.  Iowa  Central,  et  al.,  drainage 482 

Tripou  Industbial  Assn.  v.  C  Q.  W.,  et  aL,  joint  rates 898 

Tbout,  C.  L.,  Kellogg,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  train  service  at  Amboy 418 

TiiWiM,  F.  M.,  Spencer,  v.  M.  ft  St  Ll,  failure  to  furnish  cars 890 

UNION,  George  S.  Hallett  v.   C.  ft  N.-W.,  condition  of  stock  yards  at 
Glfford 889 

Union  Pacific  Ro.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 208 

VAN  WERT,  W.  H.  Ranson  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  crossing 480 

Vbirs,  R.  L.,  Chariton,  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  overcharge 279 

Vbrdi,  J.  P.  Thomas,  Washington,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  removal  of  station 441 

ViADUcrrs : 

DeLay,  Thomas  S.  Creston,  v.  C,  B.  ft  Q.,  implication  for,  withdrawn..  888 

Fort  Dodge,  city  of,  v.  111.  Cent,  et  al.,  application  for 246 

Marshalltown.  city  ot  v.  C.  ft  N.-W 866 

Sioux   City,   city  of,   v.   Railway  Companies,   application  for  on  Wall 

street    867 
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WABASH  RD.  CO..  mileage,  officers  and  directors 810 

W^QNint,  Qeorge  E.,  Faulkner,  v.  Iowa  Central,  abandonment  of  statloi  424 

Walkmr,  C.  p..  Paton,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  depot  service 87< 

Wali.  Lakb,  E.  F.  Hansel,  v.  C.  &  N.-W.,  farm  crossing 428 

WAUrmsLB,  O.  W.,  et  al.,  Buchanan,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P,  telegraph  facilities 868 

Wapsib,  Wm.  Chandler,  et  al.,  Princeton,  v.  Iowa  &  111.,  location  of  station. .  421 

Wars,  C.  C.  Buck,  v.  C,  R.  I.  &  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 881 

Wabhinqton,  J.  P.  Thomas,  v.  C,  R,  I.  &  P.,  removal  of  Verdi  station 441 

WATSRZiOO,  Canfleld  Lbr.  Co.,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  side  track  facilities  at  Dunkerton. .  440 

Watsrz/x>,  Cbdar  Falls  A  Northbrm  Rt.  Co.^  officers  and  directors 224 

Watbrloo,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  Q.  W.,  maintenance  of  depot  in  West  Waterloo  446 
Watbrwats  : 

Johnson^  R  N.,  county  attorney,  v.  C,  R  ft  Q.,  obstruction  to 867 

Dodge  ft  Co.,  V.  Wabash,  obstruction  to 281 

Wavbrlt^  Kelley  Canning  Co.,  v.  111.  Cent,  refusal  to  switch  to  industry 

track    419 

Wbbb,  Edward  Qalbrath,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  fftllure  to  furnish  cars 398 

WaBSTBR  CiTT,  E.  H.  Martin,  v.  M.  ft  St  L.,  delay  In  shipment 448 

Wbbstbr  County,  condemnation  proceedings  by  Ft  D.,  D.  1£  ft  S 220 

Wbllman,  E.  F.  Smith,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 880 

Wblls,  Qeorge  A.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars  at  Chatsworth. .  410 

Wblls,  George  A.,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 891 

Wbslbt,  Kunc  Bros.,  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 887 

Wbbt  BbNd,  F.  J.  Balgeman,  v.  M.  ft  St  K,  failure  to  furnish  cars 878 

Wbstbrn  Blbvatob  Co.,  Winona,  Minn.,  inquiry  with  reference  to  distribution 

of  cars    892 

Wbstbrn  Trunk  Ljnbb  Rulbs  Circular,  application  of  to  Iowa  shipments. .  267 

WaSTFiBU),  Thomas  J.  Martin,  v.  C,  1£  ft  St  P.,  elevator  site 424 

Wbbt  Libbrtt,  C.  D.  Gibson,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars  at 

Downey     444 

Wbbt  Libbbtt,  V.  R.  Lane,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.  et  al.,  damage  In  transit 419 

Wbst  Watbrloo,  citizens  of,  v.  C.  G..  W.,  maintenance  of  depot 445 

WHBEuat,  J.  G.,  Battle  Creek,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  overcharge 417 

Whbblbr,  J.  N.,  Germania,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 892 

WiQHTMAN,  Farmers'  Elevator  Co..  v.  C  G.  W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 425 

WiLDB,  George,  Dubuque,  v.  111.  Cent,  loss  in  transit 416 

WILLL4MS,  Chris.,  Stratford,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 886 

Willmar  ft  Sioux  Falls  Rt.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors 218 

Winona,  Minn.,  Western  Elevator  Co.,  discrimination  in  distribution  of  cars.  892 

Wintbrbbt,  a.  J.  Kendfg  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  loss  In  transit 373 

WiRBS  OvBR  Railroad  Tracks: 

New  law  concerning 16 

Board's  rule  for  stringing  and  maintaining 17 

Hearing  for  formulating  rules  for  stringing 16 

Wisconsin,  Minnesota  ft  Pacific  Rt.  Co.,  mileage,  officers  and  directors..  178 

WiTMER  Bros.,  Cedar  Rapids,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  switching  service ,  881 

WiTMBR,  B.  F.,  Polk  City,  v.  N.  ft  N.  W.,  undergrade  farm  crossing 378 

Woodruff,  E.  B.,  KnoxvlUe,  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  overcharge,  interstate 418 

WoRTMAN,  Mrs.  Sarah  A.,  Grinnell,  v.  Iowa  Central,  condition  of  fence. ...  896 

Wrbcks  and  Accidbnts,  new  law  concerning 6 

YODERS.  W.  N.,  Ankeny,  v.  C.  G.  W.,  highway  crossing 414 
Yorkshirb,  citizens  of.  v.  C,  M.  ft  St  P.,  train  service 886 

T  TRACKS,  W.  R.  Temple  Co.,  Denlson,  v.  C.  ft  N.-W.,  application  for 248 
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UNDEL,  Li.,  Monroe;  v.  C,  R.  I.  ft  P.,  failure  to  furnish  cars 404 
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